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AUTHOR’S PREFACE 


r P 1lIS book, though certainly no conclusive ‘Life/ aims 
X <'d' being a study of a personality, and, at the same 
time, a contribution towards that definitive History of 
the English Stage which is yet unwritten. In the case of an 
art that can bequeath no assurance of itself save the recorded 
impression created on contemporary observers, sifting and 
collating of descriptive notes and criticisms arc peculiarly 
needed. From a mass of data, accumulated during three 
years’ search, 1 have attempted to construct an image, 
approximately trite, of the foremost example of genius in 
woman this country has produced, one who, in words Irving 
used concerning her, “ helped to make the name of England 
illustrious throughout the world." I have tried to disentangle 
from her kinsfolk anil fellow-artists the individual self of 
Sarah Siddons, and to summarise, as authentically as, at this 
distance of time, is possible, her style, ideals, and methods. 

The sense of a woman -artist’s duality, both as to life-work 
and character, must be present with her biographer, but, far 
more particularly if she was an actress, a conviction emerges 
of the decided extent to which the artist self impinged on the 
woman self. Whoever writes a great actress’s memoir traces 
a twofold story, full of curious psychologic correlation. 

'i’he wonder is that half a dozen adequate biographies of 


Mrs. Siddons do not exist. Midway in her career, John 
Taylor, sometime an oculist, afterwards author of Monsieur 
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from a feeling that a friends biography of a living person : 
bound to appear fulsome to outsiders. Bouden was the ne> 
aspirant. Four years before the death of Isis ' biographer 
fifteen after her retirement, he published hi; earlier edition t 
Memoirs of Mrs. Siddons. No tyro at dramati. bi..graph; 
he was, at the time, sixty-five, •vvhieh may are. amt tor h 
digressions and touch of Polonies, His booh h.e. been undid 
condemned, notably by Mrs. Siddonss nephew, J. M. kiunbl 
who wished to kick him for it, and asked \\ . B. 1 >onne whrtln 
it was not “ abominable that such a fellow should pes te< tl 
unauthorised sit down, to scribble on a subject ut all othei 
the most ticklish, when in addition to the drawback of knowin 
nothing whatever of his hero, he add.; tlut ut knowing vet 
little more of his own language.” Boaden was long, wiiule. 
and, sometimes, cryptic, as where, writing oi Cumberland 
Carmelite, he regretted that “the hideous Hildebrand aloi 
presses the green floorcloth of dramatic expiation,” but 1 
was a sound judge of plays and playing;, and he wrote lit 
a gentleman. Turning over his pag.es while writing, my mv 
I recalled North’s reply to Ilogg’s question, “ Hue ye rea 
Boaden’s Life o > Siddons, sir?” “I have, James • and 
respect Mr. Boaden for his intelligent criticism, He is rath, 
prosy occasionally—but why not ? God knows, he caimt 
be more prosy than I am now at this blessed moment.” 

I cannot say, with Campbell, that 1 “applied” so arduous! 
to write on Mrs. Siddons that my physicians “ told me th. 
unless I desisted I should sacrifice my own life to” hers, 'l l 
authorised biography, dilatorily published in iX.ty, that cost : 
much travail, reflects, for the most part, its writer's inappetem* 
Campbell did not hold, with Cicero, that “ 17Ac />»7.v act.e /tun 
dissima est recordatio.” The materials for a detei initiate work- 
numerous letters, autograph Memoranda and diary —placed 1 
Mrs. Siddons in his hands for use after her death, disappearc 
under his charge, and in their place we have a piece of joyle 
task-work, as he himself avowed his book to be. Mrs. Jamesi 
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greatly desired to write a biography while Mrs. Skldons’s 
memory was yet green, but the way was jealously barred 
by Campbell, lie, meantime, so mismanaged or neglected 
his material that for the most characteristic and informative 
of Mrs. Siddons's hitters we have to turn to Journals and 
Correspondence of Thomas Sedgwick Wh alley, where they are 
incidental, and not the staple. In our day, two works have 
appeared concerning Mrs. Siddons. In Mr. Percy Fitzgeralds 
'The. Kembles , she stands as the principal member of a dis¬ 
tinguished family, while Mrs. Kcnnard’s competent monograph 
professes only to bo a brief abstract other history. 

After the lapse of three quarters of a century, biographers 
should tell, surely, not whatever can be told, but whatever is 
worth telling. To me, the majority of old playbills seem dead 
leaves on the Tree of Useless Knowledge, and, therefore, I have 
not weighted my book with the thousand obtainable details of 
first night dates of forgotten tragedies, the number of nights 
each ran, the number of Mrs. Siddons’s appearances season by 
season, etc. These trifles form scarcely even the framework 
of the real memorabilia. 

Besides thanks due to friends named elsewhere in this book, 
it is a great pleasure to express my indebtedness to others who 
have helped me, cither by the loan of letters and pictures or 
the gift of items of out-of-the-way information. To the late 
Mrs. (Juinlin Twiss and to her family 1 have been specially 
obliged. Mr. II. G. I, Siddons, also, has elucidated for me 
several points of family hist my. I wish to record my gratitude 
to Mr. Oswald G. Knapp, Mr. J. 11. Leigh, the Rev. N. F. Y. 
Kemble, Miss Gwenllian Morgan, Mrs. 11. Parham Johnson, 
Lady Brooke, Oaptain Horatio Kemble, R.N., Mr. Joseph Hill, 
and Mr. Alfred Parsons. 

Lawrence, at l)r. VVhalley’s request, made a delightful draw¬ 
ing of Cecilia Siddons, which passed into the possession of 
Wha 1 ley's greatnophew, the Rev. Hill Wickham, to the kindness 
of whose daughter, its present owner, Lady Seymour, I owe 
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the inclusion of a reproduction. To Mr. W. S. Brassington, 
Mrs. Seymour Fort, Mr. N. Beard, and Miss Mary M. Watts 
I am indebted for divers sorts of help. I gladly make my 
acknowledgments to Messrs. George Allen & Sons and to 
Messrs. Chatto & Windus for their courteous permission to me 
to quote from works published by them, also to the Editors of 
the Nineteenth Century and Notes and Queries for leave to quote 
from articles. 
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1755 . “July 14 th Sarah Daughter of George Kemble a 
Comedian & Sarah his Wife was baptized? 


A TTESTED by ‘ Thomas Bevan. Curate/ so stands, in 
the Register of St. Mary’s Church, Brecon, the baptism 
certificate of Sarah Kemble, afterwards Siddons. 
Apparently, the curate was not sufficiently interested in the 
strolling Manager to set down his name, Roger Kemble, 
correctly. 

Roger Kemble’s eldest child was born, nine days before her 
christening, at an inn in Brecon High Street. As an inn, 
the Shoulder of Mutton exists no longer. The same building 
is now a tavern—the Siddons Wine Vaults—and, thinly 
lettered on an oblong white marble tablet, high above its 
licence inscription, is just legible— 

IN THIS HOUSE 

MRS. SIDDONS 


WAS BORN JULY 5 , 17 5 5 


The ‘ Siddons ’ has totally lost the picturesque appearance 
it possesses in the old drawing the Rev. Thomas Price sent 
Pleasures-of-Hope Campbell for Mrs. Siddons’s biography. 
The gable has long been removed, and the timbered front 
buried under stucco. Beyond the £ Siddons,’ Brecon may be 
searched in vain for traces of the divine Sarah. The font in 
1 
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which she was baptized was turned out at the ‘restoratic 
of St. Mary’s, in 1858 , and given to a little church in t 
neighbourhood, Capel St Illtyd. The back door of f 
‘ Siddons ’ opens into Church Street, through which the ba 
was probably taken to the north-west door of St. Mary’s : 
her christening. 

The county that also cradled Henry Vaughan, Sir Bar 
Frere, and Dr. Bradley, Dean of Westminster, can only 1 
claim to the most intellectual actress who ever interpret 
Shakespeare by the accident of birthplace. She was no me 
a Welshwoman than Swift was an Irishman, or Garrick 
native of Hereford. On the Wiltshire border of Gloucesb 
shire, not far from Widhill, there is a village called Kemh 
and from that district living members of the Kemble ‘ cla 
believe the family to have sprung. At the same time, t 
name ‘ Kemble,’ which occurs in Domesday Book, and 
traceable to the north side of the Loire, supplies anotl 
corroboration of the popular belief that for genius a strs 
of the Kelt is needed. Meanwhile, Hereford remains t 
ascertainable headquarters of Mrs. Siddons’s near progenitor* 

The careers of renowned players are apt to open amid 
uproar of parental objections, but Sarah Kemble was br 
for the stage as well as born for it. Her nursery was t 
improvised greenroom of the barn; most of the men ai 
women who caressed or ignored her were players; as so* 
as she could commit to memory, recite, and drop a curtsey, s 
was led down the boards by her mother that she might he 
to boil the family pot by her baby graces. It is told ho 
at the old Brecon Theatre, on some very early occasion, 
date not recoverable, when an audience signified, in the usi 
manner, its disapproval of the entrance of so infantile 
phenomenon, Mrs. Kemble, adding to the quick-wittedne 
of the public performer her native decision of character, ma 
the mite justify herself by an impromptu delivery of ; 
apposite fable—‘ The Boy and the Frogs.’ 

“ f, Tis death to us, though sport to you, 

Unthinking, cruel boy ! ’ ” 

tinkled forth little Miss, and the house took her to th< 
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nearts. A certain ‘ Petronius Arbiter, Esq.,’ alleges of one 
of Mrs. Siddons’s foremost comic contemporaries, ‘ Betsey ’ 
Farren, that, as a girl, she used to transport the drum of her 
travelling troupe from place to place on her head. It should be 
explained that, to save handbill expenditure, the strolling com¬ 
panies announced their arrival in a fresh town by beat of drum, 
and if, as stated, the youngest lady really walked under the 
drum, when funds were too low for van hire, it is not impossible 
that Reynolds’s Tragic Muse may have owed something of the 
caryatid poise of her neck to this utilitarian exercise, just as 
Southern peasant women owe theirs to their balanced amphorae. 

Roger Kemble was not one of those down-at-heel beings, 
seedy and servile, or blue-nosed and raffish, whom we call up at 
the word ‘stroller.’ Though not much of an actor, he was 
blessed with a sound mind, and was a man of placid, pleasant 
manners. His earnings averaged only ^350 per annum, we 
are to judge from an income account of his, preserved by the 
first secretary of the Garrick Club, and, in part, printed by Mr. 
Fitzgerald (Lives of the Kembles , ii. 68), but the self-respect 
that became so dominant in the next generation was well 
developed in him. For all that his brother was a barber at 
Hereford undenied, and he himself was rumoured to have cast 
aside the curling-irons and combs to ‘commence actor/ he 
liked to link himself with historic ancestors, with Captain 
Richard Kemble, who saved the life of Charles II by giving him 
his horse at the battle of Worcester, and with the Venerable 
Father John Kemble, described as the speaker’s great-grand- 
uncle (after whom John Philip was, partly, it may be, named), 
a proscribed priest, hanged in Hereford, his county town, on 
August 22nd, 1679, during the Oates scare. His dismembered 
body was begged by Captain Kemble, who buried it at Welsh 
Newton, and thither, ever since, on every 22nd of August, has 
fared a Catholic Pilgrimage, starting from Monmouth. The 
hand of John Kemble is preserved, in the sacristy, at the church 
of St. Francis Xavier at Hereford, and a piece of linen dipped 
in his blood is at Downside. When summoned to execution, he 
asked for time to smoke a final pipe. No actor could have 
shown more composure. A comparison of portraits of Roger 
Kemble and his children with a picture derived from the pen- 
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and-ink sketch made of Father Kemble, in 1679, by the 
Governor of Hereford Gaol, shows a remarkable facial likeness, 
especially as to the long c Kemble ’ nose. 

I have heard descendants of the Kemble family bewail that 
their efforts to trace a continuous line are baffled by ‘ the father¬ 
less Roger,’ ie. Roger (1) the grandfather of Mrs. Siddons. If 
the statement be correct that Father John Kemble’s nephew, the 
above-mentioned Captain Richard Kemble, of Pembridge Castle, 
Welsh Newton, Herefordshire, had three sons, George, Richard, 
and Roger, it is not unthinkable that this third son, Roger, may 
have been father of ‘the fatherless Roger.’ Owing to the 
Kemble family having been ‘ recusant,’ no parish register helps 
in tracing their descent, but since, in days of Catholic disabilities 
and ruinous fining, it was inevitable that many members of 
Roman Catholic families of position should sink in the social 
scale, it would not be surprising to find the landowning Captain 
Kemble’s direct and near descendant, first, a wig-maker, and, 
afterwards, a vagrant comedian. “ Our branch of the family,” 
said the historian, John Mitchell Kemble, elder son of Mrs. 
Siddons’s brother, Charles, “ descends from George Kemble of 
Pembridge Castle, as I have often heard the tradition of the 
family to be, and so to William of Wydell ” [Widhill]. 

I have before me a Kemble pedigree, owned by Stephen 
Kemble’s eldest grandson, the Rev. N. F. Y. Kemble, wherein 
Roger’s immediate associations are thus specified (see opposite 
page). 

There is, it must freely be confessed, such a preponderance 
of uncertainty in establishing any family links above Mrs. 
Siddons’s father, that the late Mr. Knight was, for summarizing 
purposes, justified in his designation (in the Dictionary of National 
Biography ) of this Roger as ‘ head of the Kemble family.’ 

While the fact that Mrs. Siddons’s father was, in a mild 
way, Roman Catholic, corroborated his kinship with the 
confessor, Father John, his solicitude to belong to somebody 
gave accent to his character. From his miniature portrait in 
the Stratford-upon-Avon Memorial Collection we see that Sarah 
was featured like her father. The straight, long nose and the 
air of dignity came from him. James Boaden thought that 
Roger and his children strikingly resembled Charles the First, 
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but Mrs. Siddons said her father was very like George the 
Third, and it is hard to reconcile the two kingly likenesses. 
Boaden, who first met Roger Kemble when he was old enough 
to have ‘silver curls/ found him sitting in his son John’s 
library. “ Our introduction to each other was at once simple 
and expressive. ‘This, sir, is my father.’ And, to the old 
gentleman, ‘Allow me to present to you my friend, Mr. 
Boaden.’” Boaden thus inflates the simple and expressive fact 
that Roger Kemble was wearing a skull-cap: “ From a peculiar 
costume that he had adopted from the liability to take cold 
(a partial silk covering for the head,) he looked to me rather 
like a dignitary of the church two centuries back, than a 
layman of the present age.” 

In common with most of the other actors of my story, 
Roger Kemble had the good sense to fix his affections within 
the profession. His wife started existence as Sarah Ward. 
She was the daughter of John Ward, another strolling Manager, 
of whose corps Roger was a member, his suit being for some 
time opposed by his Sarah’s father. The opposition was on 
general, not personal, grounds, if we may at all rely on this 
quaint paragraph from the Globe> December 31st, 1807:— 

“The late Mr. Ward made a solemn vow of eternal warfare 
against his daughter should she marry an actor. The young 
lady soon after married Mr. Kemble, the father of Mrs. Siddons, 
a gentleman for some time upon the stage. ‘ Well, my dear 
child, you have not disobeyed me, the d-v-1 himself could not 
make an actor of your husband/ ” 

Variants of this story occur passim ; unfortunately, the 
pleasantry is sometimes attributed, not to Ward re Kemble, 
but to Kemble re Siddons. 

Ward, who had, as a child, played under Betterton, was 
the Manager who, at Stratford, in .1746, gave the benefit of 
Othello towards recolouring the chancel bust of Shakespeare, 
a large-minded action which, indirectly, led ‘ meddling ’ Malone, 
in horror at the gaudy pigments employed, to take up his 
whiting brush. Like his son-in-law, Ward did not fulfil the 
popular notion of an itinerant. In the irresponsible stage 
histories of his day, he is termed an Irishman—for no reason 
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once acted (with Miss Peg Woffington) at the Aungier Street 
Theatre, Dublin, and that his daughter was born at Clonmel. 
Actually, he and his family were well known locally as ‘the 
Wards of Leominster/ at Leominster they were married and 
buried, while Roger Kemble, who ‘inherited’ Ward’s company 
and circuit, made all his professional peregrinations in the western 
midlands, between such places as Coventry, Warwick, Worcester, 
Droitwich, Bewdley, Stourbridge, Wolverhampton, Shrewsbury, 
and Ludlow, with, as we have seen, a reach across the marches 
of Wales. On the tomb, dated 1773, below which lie Ward’s 
bones, f waiting for our Saviour’s great Assize ’ (and never did 
an epitaph better represent the Georgian religious tone), the 
defunct is ‘John Ward, Gent.’ Close by his are the graves of 
his near relatives, Thomas and Humphrey Ward, the first a 
‘sincere Christian’ of ‘talents greatly successful/ the second, 
and earlier (born, 1705), something more, it would appear, than 
technically a stroller, since his inscription reads, 

“Stop traveller 

I’ve past and repast seas and distant lands 

Can find no rest but in my Saviour’s hands.” 

Mrs. Roger Kemble proved herself a fine, old-fashioned, 
Biblical mother. She brought her husband (as the phrase was) 
four sons and eight girls. The girls, according to the rule the more 
insistent religion no longer tolerates, were bred Protestants, the 
boys to the faith of their father. John Philip Kemble, intended 
for the priesthood, received his later education at Douai, in 
the still existing English Benedictines’ College for the training 
of English priests,—it had been the ancestral Father Kemble’s 
seminary,—and thither, at John Philip’s charges, sixteen years 
afterwards, went his brother, Charles. 

Circumlocutory Boaden, publishing Mrs. Siddons’s memoirs 
during her lifetime, remarks: “ Mrs. Siddons, I have always 
understood to be senior to her brother, Mr. Kemble, by two 
years.” John was born in Lancashire, at Prescott, probably 
the most outlying of the company’s pitches. Charles, the 
Kembles’ eleventh and penultimate child, and the only other 
who at all approached Sarah and John in brain power, came 
into the world, at Brecon, twenty years later than his eldest 
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St. Mary’s Church, and he also was baptized in the now cast 
out font It is noticeable that the indisputable genius was th< 
eldest, the next in talent the second—an instance to be citec 
in opposition to those theorists who maintain that the star o 
a large family always comes midway in the list. 

Fortunately for her player-husband, Mrs. Roger Kemble 
was a woman who put her best foot foremost, and took bulls bj 
their horns. ‘The old lioness,’ Lawrence, who painted hei 
portrait, used to call her, anticipating Thackeray’s ‘ grand ole 
lioness/ to describe her grandchild, Fanny, Charles Kemble’s 
elder daughter, who believed she bore a strong resemblance 
to the Kemble grandmother she never saw. She, by the 
way, suggested that Mrs. Roger was a Volumnia of real life 
to the Coriolanus of her son, John, to whom, quite in the spiril 
of this, we elsewhere read of her saying, “ Sir, you are as prouc 
as Lucifer! ” 

Mrs. Kemble instilled into Sarah her own clear-cut articu¬ 
lation—each syllable round and distinct; she taught her singing 
and the harpsichord; she vetoed Roger’s engagement of ar 
out-at-elbows eccentric, William Combe, the future author o: 
‘ Dr. Syntax,’ to coach her in elocution. She was no dragger-uf 
of children, but a vigorous, purposeful, probably unimagi¬ 
native mfae de famille. She died in 1806, aged seventy-one 
Roger Kemble died in 1802, aged eighty-one. They botf 
could remember having acted with Quin. 

Kemble and his wife did their best to provide the two-thirds 
of their children who survived the perils of eighteenth-century 
infancy with all the schooling attainable in untoward circum¬ 
stances. Migratory players’ families were as liable to missing 
the three R’s as canal people’s, but wherever the Kemble carl 
made a protracted halt a school was sought out. At Worcester 
a Mrs. Harris, who ruled over a certain Thornlea House, gave 
the little Sarah lessons free of charge. Mrs. Harris’s othei 
young ladies were prepared to make the stroller’s child feel hei 
position, but her magnificent usefulness on an occasion of schoo] 
theatricals, and her talent for improvising sacque-backs for them 
all, out of grocers’ stiff sugar paper, converted her into theii 
heroine. We may wonder whether the day-girls brought her 
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in tribute, those £ Worcester fat cakes ’ of which, forty years 
after, she fondly remembered she £ could have eaten half a dozen ’ 
at a sitting. 

This Thornlea House note is one of the only two attainable 
£ traits ’ of Mrs. Siddons’s childhood. The other is in a different 
key, and, to the reader disposed to take more interest in her as 
a human character than as an actress, will appear even more 
significant of things to come. It narrates how she retired to 
rest one night, so absorbed in the hope of £ a pleasure party’ 
next day, which was to include the wearing of a beatific, 
brand-new, pink, or, as they said then, pink-coloured gown (the 
skirt of which, circ. 1765, we may picture as pleated in thickly 
round a long, pointed bodice), that she took with her to bed the 
Book of Common Prayer opened at the Prayer for fair Weather. 
At dawn, she was waked by a deluge against her window. She 
looked down at her sortes. The Prayer for Rain obstinately 
confronted her. Instead of tossing the talisman out of bed, she 
re-marked the petition near to her heart, and addressed her 
again to sleep. Her next experience was sunshine at rising 
and the pink-coloured gown. It seems singular that both these 
glimpses into Mrs. Siddons’s child-life should concern clothes, 
seeing that she eventually became a careless dresser. We can 
better trace in her renewed trial of the cross-grained Prayer Book 
a foretaste of the tenacity, and, also, of the temperance—the 
composure—of her adult character. 

There can hardly be another instance of the childhood of a 
genius who belongs to the modern world which offers so little 
as Sarah Kemble’s in satisfaction of our hunger for anecdote. 
What is not an anecdote, but illustrative, all the same, is the 
record of the early commencement of her lifelong devotion to 
Milton. She told Campbell that when she was ten she used 
to pore over Paradise Lost ‘ for hours together.’ It is pleasant to 
think of the serious little girl—this Catholic strolling actor’s 
child—responding to the great Puritan’s austere elevation. 

By the time she was eleven, Sarah was playing in Shake- 
speare-^m-Dryden and Davenant’s Tempest , as Ariel, Chief 
Spirit; 1 in Havard’s King Charles the First , as the young 

1 At Worcester, April 16th, 1767, Mrs. Siddons’s first recorded Shakespearean 
appearance. 
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Princess Elizabeth; in English operas, such as Love in a 
Village , in which she played Rosetta; in Murphy’s Grecian 
Daughter , where, tradition states, she laughed at the supremely 
tragic moment; and in The Padlock , as Leonora. A contributor 
to Notes and Queries of April 5th, 1862, speaks of having seen 
a playbill of the theatre at Kington, Hereford, where Roger was 
Manager (and where, in 1758, his son Stephen was born), “in 
which the famous tragic actress is advertised to take the part 
of Patty in The Maid of the Mill.” The apt girl was juvenile 
lead in the family company, and no longer had time to beat 
the snuffers against the candlestick to suggest the sound that 
should have been made by the windmill on the scene, which, 
in her splendid days, Combe, her intercepted professor, talking 
to Samuel Rogers, maliciously emphasised as her early employ¬ 
ment. At Wolverhampton, Worcester, and, no doubt, elsewhere, 
Roger Kemble evaded the responsibility of conducting a 
theatrical entertainment without a licence by the celebrated 
advertisement that the ‘ Concert ’—in three parts—was free, 
but that ‘a quantity of Tooth-powder (from London)’ was to 
be sold at various agencies, in papers at 2s., is., or 6d. Very 
likely, Sarah’s rosy fingers helped to do up those chalk-filled 
packets. 

Lamb’s friend, that Cobbett-like writer, Thomas Holcroft, 
was, for some time, an assistant in the Kemble company. 
Holcroft’s theatrical experiences occurred midway between his 
nomadic and horsy youth and his play-writing and Radical 
maturity. At this stage of his career, as we learn from John 
Bernard’s Retrospections of the Stage , he knew too little of spelling 
and grammar to write a passable letter, yet his self-confidence 
enabled him to apply ‘ for an engagement, embracing every 
good part in the cast-book.’ He joined the Kembles in circum¬ 
stances calculated to prejudice him against them. He had 
tramped, hungry, and, as the phrase went, completely minus , 
from Leeds. On his arrival at Hereford, failing to find the 
Manager, upon whose delayed letter to him of five weeks earlier 
he had undertaken his journey, he was directed to Kemble’s 
brother, the barber. The barber and the barber’s wife and 
family were all indoors. They commented on his faint and 
broken appearance, suffered him to tell his story, and, at its 


conclusion, uiu noi even uner lo nil mm our a glass oi aie. 
This meanness, he says in his Memoirs , made ‘Mr Kemble’s 
company of Comedians/ when they heard of it, ‘not a little 
incensed.’ 

As Holcroft joined the Kembles not earlier than 1771, he 
may never have acted with Mrs. Siddons. She married in 1773, 
and thereupon returned to the company, but for the two 
previous years she was away at Guy’s Cliffe. It is hardly 
thinkable that, had he acted with the queen rosebud, Holcroft 
should not, later, have mentioned the fact His reminiscences 
were rather with the inconspicuous of the company, and concen¬ 
trated themselves on a wastrel named Downing or Dunning, 
whose trollopy wife habitually stood behind the scenes, with a 
powder-puff, ready to rewhiten her George’s too rubicund nose 
each time he came off. 

Under date February 12th, 1767, the playbill of King Charles 
the First , at the Worcester ‘Theatre,’—a stable in the back yard 
of the King’s Head Inn, opposite the Town Hall,—contains a 
line of anticipatory interest:— 

“ Duke of Richmond , Mr. Siddons.” 

Thus early, William Siddons (who took to the shifting stage 
as more to his taste than being a barber’s apprentice, his first 
way of life) was a member of Kemble’s company. Not till three 
years later did he stand confessed as a serious soupirant for the 
Manager’s lovely daughter. 

Siddons was a Walsall man. Mr. Joseph Hall, of Perry 
Bar, has discovered for me, at St. Matthew’s (the parish church), 
Walsall, his baptismal entry, as follows:— 

“ 1744. Sept. 24. William Siddons son of fosephS 

In vol. ii. (published 1801) of the Rev. Stebbing Shaw’s 
History and Antiquities of Staffordshire , under ‘ Walsall/ we 
read that William Siddons’s father kept a public-house (the 
‘London Apprentice’) in Rushall Street, “and met with his 
death in sparring or wrestling with one Denston.” The future 
husband of England’s greatest actress is first heard of, theatri¬ 
cally, as performing, as an amateur, in 1766, in a play, ‘in the 
malt-house of Mr. Samuel Wood on the Lime-pit bank/ Walsall. 
The name ‘Siddons’ is extant in Birmingham, Oundle, and 
W ellingborough. 



2 THE INCOMPARABLE SIDDONS 

As we know, Sarah returned William’s flame. Only less 
remarkable than the slow development of her art was the pre¬ 
cociousness of her womanly maturity. Bohemian circumstances 
joined to a familiar acquaintance with the speech of heroines 
make a girl a Juliet. She engaged herself to Siddons when she 
was sixteen. He was eleven years older. 

Sarah Siddons’s first love-affair was the love-affair of her life. 
She was too young wooed and too early married to have had 
much previous time for the occupation later known in her own 
domestic circle as conquest-making, but the characteristic fact 
is that—actress, popular idol, beautiful woman though she was, 
she never, after marriage, drifted into attachment to any one of 
the various men who might so easily have come to interest her 
more than Siddons. From being a maid she became a matron, 
but as for embroideries on either theme, would as soon have 
taken up with morpho-mania. Acting and the austere joys of 
maternity were the all-sufficient emotional outlets of this rarely 
constituted woman-artist. The little development in her of the 
sexual element is a most noteworthy fact, seeing that a great 
actress , a great courtesan , is the generalisation to which 
theatrical history largely leads. To be a great actress, most 
people would say, a woman must be plus femme que les autre^ 
femmes. The constant display and constantly realised effect of 
personal charms, the perpetual, high-wrought emotionalism, 
what the late Mr. Marion Crawford termed the ‘ overpowering 
familiarities’ of the stage, all point one way. Yet, to this force¬ 
ful stream of tendency Mrs. Siddons was a grand exception. Of 
the libertinism which so often accompanies the artist that it 
seems almost a necessary element in genius she knew nothing. 
It was only a Glasgow enthusiast, ignorant of everything but 
the effect on his nerves of her acting, who could say of her, 
“ She is a fallen angel! ” At the farthest remove from the more 
or less typical La Faustin of Edmond de Goncourt, she presents, 
indeed, a curious and instructive phenomenon, i.e. a woman of 
essentially Puritan nature, into which genius, that mighty wind, 
blowing where it listeth, inspired an unparalleled gift for acting. 

The girl’s course of love did not run smooth. Siddons was 
handsome and looked quite the gentleman, and, by virtue of 
these qualifications, played utility in Kemble’s company— 
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Seneca was not too heavy, nor Plautus too light. He possessed 
another useful asset in that he had a particularly quick study. 
He could cram any part, however long, and be ‘ rotten perfect ’ 
in a day. Beyond these three points in his favour, he had 
nothing to offer, and Mr. and Mrs. Kemble took no joy in an 
engagement they did not well know how to prevent between 
their unpractised young beauty 'and this moneyless swain. 
Had they recognised in him any promise of a second Powell, 
or a second ‘ Gentleman ’ Smith, they might have taken heart, 
but they knew too much about acting for that. He, mean¬ 
while, deep in love, did not trouble about the misgivings of 
his fair one’s encumbrances. 

At this juncture, there emerged out of a cloud of Brecon¬ 
shire admirers, one, Mr. Evans, with, it was understood, the 
proposals of a solid and eligible passion. In Brecon, the 
general opinion was that he had been bowled over by Sarah’s 
rendering of Leonora’s song to her bird in The Padlock — 

“No, no, no, 

Sweet Robin, you shall not go; 

Where, you wanton, could you be 

Half so happy as with me?” 

Evans belonged, in a small way, to the landed class. He 
had ^300 a year, and was designated Squire of Pennant. 
Upon his appearance, Mr. and Mrs. Kemble must be supposed 
to have given their daughter a vivid sketch of the difference 
between T300 a year certain and nothing a year certain, for 
Siddons, fearing the worst, proposed elopement. Sarah char¬ 
acteristically declined such a step. The dimness that veils 
every incident of her youth here becomes opaque, and it is 
impossible to know whether, at this point, she did not waver in 
favour of Evans. At least, Siddons thought she did. Bitter¬ 
ness overflowed his heart, and he rushed to her parents, and 
expressed with freedom what he thought of them. In reply, 
Kemble gave him notice, tempering the dismissal by allowing 
him a farewell benefit. 

Siddons retired to meditate an immense revenge. It took 
the form of an entr'acte imprlvu , composed by himself. This 
he delivered at the above-mentioned benefit (which proved a 
bumper) between the play and the farce. We owe the disinter- 
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ment of the words of Siddons’s ‘ song ’ to ‘ Carnhuanawc ’ Price, 
who delivered them to the delighted Campbell, who said they 
were worth their weight in five-pound notes. They, at any rate, 
showed that Siddons had a long way yet to go before he could 
behave like the gentleman he looked. They commenced, 

“Ye ladies of Brecon, whose hearts ever feel 
For wrongs like to this I’m about to reveal: 

Excuse the first product, nor pass unregarded 
The complaints of poor Colin, a lover discarded. 

“At length the report [of Squire Evans’s adoration] reach’d the 
ears of his flame, 

Whose nature he fear’d from the source whence it came; 

She acquainted her ma’a, who, her ends to obtain, 

Determin’d poor Colin to drive from the plain.” 

There were nine more verses, and they all rhymed. Through¬ 
out his life, Siddons had a readiness at vers cC occasion. 

The canticle was in egregiously bad taste, but poor Colin, 
standing down at the floats, with, we may be sure, his fair face 
deeply flushed with agitation, was in earnest. Sentiment, per¬ 
secuted by worldly wisdom, is a safe theatrical stop, and the 
Breconians, already hugely interested in the affair, and with all 
an audience’s fine carelessness as to a matter touching them¬ 
selves so little as the financial irresponsibility of an actress’s 
would-be husband, applauded him vociferously. But, as Colin 
went off the stage, trailing clouds of glory, an anticlimax 
occurred. Mrs. Kemble met him at the greenroom door, and 
Colin was clouted. Boxing ears was, at that period, the 
recognised expression of feminine disapprobation. 

The fact of Siddons being thus finally presented with the 
key of the street either did nothing to encourage the Squire of 
Pennant Sarah’s Protestant to be, or, if it did, he was refused. 
Mrs. Kennard thinks Sarah was unnaturally tolerant in clinging 
to a sweetheart who had sung concerning her 

“ a jilt is the devil, as has long been confess’d, 

Which a heart like poor Colin’s must ever detest,” 

but, clearly, she forgave him for the excellent reason that love 
for her had turned his brain— amantes , amentes. We others 
may rejoice that, by remaining staunch to her poor player, 
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instead of showing herself a girl of spirit, she was not untimely 
torn from her vocation as the queen of tragedy to become 
instead a queen of curds and cream, as wife to an agricultural 
Welshman. 

No doubt, there were tears, headaches, and words. It ended, 
for the time being, in Sarah’s accepting a situation, at ;£io a 
year, in the service of Lady Mary Greatheed, of Guy’s Cliffe, 
Warwick. The engagement between herself and her sweet 
William was ratified. Her parents, though retiring in good 
order, had been beaten. Such is nature’s kindly law. 

Lady Mary Greatheed, the widow of Samuel Greatheed, 
M.P. for Coventry ( ob . 1765), was born Lady Mary Bertie, a 
daughter of Peregrine, second Duke of Ancaster. Her son, Bertie 
Greatheed, was eleven in 1771. It was this son’s granddaughter, 
Anne Caroline Greatheed, whose marriage, in 1823, with Lord 
Charles Percy, son of the first Earl of Beverley, eventually 
brought the Guy’s Cliffe property into the hands of its present 
owner, the Duke of Northumberland’s brother, Lord Algernon 
Percy, to whose kindness in showing me various Kemble relics 
and pictures I am much indebted. It remains hard to say 
precisely what duties Sarah Kemble was originally engaged to 
fulfil in the Greatheed household. In the family to-day it is 
believed that her employment was that of reader, or companion- 
reader, and, in all probability, it was into the congenial 
specialty of reading aloud that she drifted; but, in view of the 
fact that Bertie Greatheed told Miss Williams Wynn he had 
‘ been in the habit of hearing Mrs. Siddons read Macbeth even 
from the period of her being his mother’s maid,’ we may perhaps 
suppose that she entered on her duties in the elastic capacity of 
maid-companion, but that her brains and refinement soon caused 
the companion to predominate over the tirewoman. We know 
that she constantly read her beloved Milton to the Greatheeds, 
and we can guess what a brave new world their many books 
opened to her. Not the least interesting of the few records of 
this early connection of hers with Guy’s Cliffe is a remark Lady 
Mary Greatheed made to ‘ Conversation ’ Sharp to the effect 
that she used always to feel an irresistible inclination to rise 
from her chair when her queenly-looking dependent entered the 
room. The Duchess of Ancaster told the Rev. John Genest 
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that, when Lady Mary stayed with her in Lincolnshire, s 
brought Mrs. Siddons with her, and the ci-devant young actri 
“ was fond of spouting in the servants’ hall.” The third Du 
then Lord Brownlow Bertie, used to listen to her, and usi 
also, presumably, to bring enthusiastic reports into the drawir 
room, for Lady Mary said, “ Brother, don’t encourage the g 
you will make her go on the stage.” 

It is interesting to speculate on what so impossible a ‘ you 
female ’ as Sarah Kemble learnt from the serene orderliness 
her surroundings at Lady Mary’s. The glitter of the tal 
silver must have meant a new standpoint, the mouldings of t 
doors should have been a liberal education. There was mu 
in her temperament that responded to the new atmosphere, ar 
while, in years to come, she was to grow intimately famili 
with many of the stately homes of England, now, manifestatio 
of wealth and taste and high position were rendered tret 
telling by their contrast to the scrambling existence—sore 
lodgings, ill-bred associates, and many mortifications—th 
made up, not only life’s daily portion in a strolling Manage 
family, but all she had hitherto known of the world. 

Of the romantic beauty of the Guy’s Cliffe estate manj 
better poet had sung before that genuine admirer of ‘ elega 
nature,’ the Rev. Richard Jago, who visited at the hor 
during Mrs. Siddons’s period, discovered that 

“Here the calm scene lulls the tempestuous breast 
To sweet composure.” 

At this ‘Place meet for the Muses,’ 1 in 1772, Miss Kemt 
may well have sat at a mullioned upper window, as she d 
thirty years later, at Conway Castle—there, too, the riv 
beneath, ‘ glowing in the balmy sunshine—till [the quoted wor 
are from her devoted Patty Wilkinson’s travel diary] s 
seemed absorbed in a luxuriant reverie.’ The thoughts of you 
are long, long thoughts, and Sarah’s at Guy’s Cliffe were 
chaos of simmering artistic impulses blent with tenderness i 
a man, whom she saw on a glorified plane, as actors are se 
across the lamps. So foolish is a girl that one must be certain 
right in imagining that Sarah’s happiest moments in tl 
1 So Leland described Guy’s Cliffe {The Itinerary, iv. Part the Second). 
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picturesque place were when Siddons (entering by the back door) 
came to visit her, and they could stroll to the mill, or, under the 
great cedars, to Guy’s Cave above the mirroring Avon, and 
laugh over their ancient misunderstanding, and drink together 
at the wishing spring to the golden age, ahead, of mutual 
happiness one and indivisible. 

About two years passed before the day arrived when Sarah 
bade a respectful farewell to the mistress who had treated her with 
uniformly cordial encouragement. Little could either foresee 
how, within a comparatively brief period, relative positions 
would alter, and how the heir of that lordly house would, one 
day, tremblingly offer his tragedy to c his mother’s maid,’ and be 
described by her as the f poor young man.’ 

On November 26th, 1773, William Siddons and Sarah 
Kemble, the latter then eighteen, became, in Sir Peter Teazle’s 
phrase, involved in matrimony. The ceremony took place in 
Trinity Church, Coventry; Roger gave his daughter away; and, 
no doubt, the pew-opener agreed with the clerk that the bride 
and bridegroom were an uncommonly well-matched couple. 

No unobstructed horizon lay before Sarah and her f Sid.’ 
It was arranged that, at any rate for awhile, they should both 
resume work on the Kemble circuit, and Sarah was, for the 
first time, announced as f Mrs. Siddons,’ on a Worcester playbill, 
December 13th, 1773. 



II 


FALSE DAWN 

I N the spring of 1775, Mrs. Siddons was acting, with 
Younger’s company, in Liverpool. “ Have you ever 
heard,” inquired Garrick, writing, in April, to the ideal 
stage Irishman, John Moody, at Liverpool, “of a woman 
Siddons, who is strolling about somewhere near you ? ” 

To be continually on the look-out for new blood is part of 
the art of Management, and Garrick had his spies and critics 
always ready to run down, sometimes to unlikely places, to 
report on the likely article. There was a William Stone at 
Drury Lane Theatre whom he so habitually employed in 
recruiting about London for subordinate actors that the 
fellow acquired the sobriquet of The Theatrical Crimp. The 
same office, in a higher walk, was fulfilled by several people. 

Garrick had first heard the name of the ‘woman Siddons’ 
from the Countess of Albany’s cousin, Lord Bruce, in 1776 
created Earl of Ailesbury. In 1774, the married adventurers, 
William and Sarah Siddons, were acting at Cheltenham Wells, 
during the water-drinking season, with Chamberlain and Crump’s 
company, of which Siddons appears to have been, at the time, 
part Manager. Their appointments were, in all probability, 
extremely humble. When that extraordinary creature, ‘ Becky ’ 
Wells, played a star engagement at Cheltenham, in 1789, she 
descanted on the contrast between that and her former 
theatrical visit there; then, she had arrayed herself for Juliet 
in an actresses’ dressing-room only divided from the actors’ by 
a torn blanket. 

One evening, Lord Bruce and his stepdaughter, the Hon. 
Henrietta Boyle, turned in to the Cheltenham Theatre in a 
mood of indulgent good humour. The play was Otway’s 
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Venice Preserved , and the well-versed pair expected, at best, 
to enjoy a suppressed smile out of the antics and mouthings 
of the poor creatures behind the floats. They proved them¬ 
selves unprejudiced enough to acknowledge a good thing when 
they found it Indeed, Miss Boyle cried so hard over the pathos 
and tenderness of one young tragedienne , Siddons by name, that 
the sound of her sobs convinced that sensitive actress she was 
being tittered at, and sent her home in an agony of vexation. 

Next morning, Lord Bruce, walking in Cheltenham, met 
William Siddons. He bowed to the actor, and then accosted 
him, actors being public property, with a few well-chosen words 
of compliment—and what words of compliment from a noble 
lord would have seemed other than well-chosen?—on Mrs. 
Siddons’s beautiful acting, after which he begged for his 
daughter the pleasure of waiting on Mrs. Siddons at her 
lodgings. Quick and self-reliant, Miss Boyle at once discovered 
that, under the shabby surroundings of this obscure premiere , 
she had lighted upon a lady in grain. The two made friends. 
Mrs. Siddons—I quote a serious work on the girlhood of 
extraordinary women, published in 1857—“was naturally 
greatly lifted up by the praise of honourable and noble persons, 
whose rank was a sure guarantee of the soundness of their 
judgment.” Miss Boyle lent Mrs. Siddons finery, imparted the 
latest ideas on chiffons , herself ran together stage-costume 
adornments. When next in London, Lord Bruce took an 
opportunity of naming their Cheltenham Belvidera to Garrick, 
as a diamond in a dust-heap, a dove trooping with crows. We 
know enough of him whom friends called the great little man, 
and enemies the little great man, to be sure that the fact that 
she had been recommended by a peer engraved all the more 
deeply the new name of Siddons in Garrick’s mental notebook. 
As a newspaper correspondent phrases it, writing, in 1823, to 
the editor of the Courier , “ The late Earl of Aylesbury excited 
Garrick’s earnest attention.” 

For all his charming deference to aristocratic acquaintances, 
our David was not the man to rely for a final artistic opinion, 
involving his subsequent cash and credit, on any one but him¬ 
self, or another stage expert. As a matter of fact, and without 
counting Moody, referred to above, he employed two experts 
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on the Siddons quest. One was Tom King, who saw her, at 
Cheltenham, as Calista, in Rowe’s The Fair Penitent , and re¬ 
ported enthusiastically. The other was the Rev. Henry Bate, 
who did not see her till some months later, when Garrick was 
sighing for a new sultana to correct the caprices of Mesdames 
Abington, Yates, and Younge. 

Parson Bate, J.P., M.F.H., who edited the Morning Post, and 
was, as the ever delightful Boaden remarks,‘ lay in his manners,’ 
has never been accused of lacking brains, and the two letters he 
wrote to Garrick, on August 12th and 19th, 1775, from the Hop- 
pole, Worcester, giving his impressions of Mrs. Siddons’s extra¬ 
ordinariness and Mr. Siddons’s ordinariness, are much to the 
point. He was accompanied on his quest by Mrs. Bate, ‘ whose 
judgment in theatrical matters,’ he writes, he has ‘ a high opinion 
of.’ This was the lady of whom Gainsborough made the 
portrait (Lady Bate Dudley ) which, lent by the late Lord Burton, 
formed one of the greater glories of the British Fine Art Section 
in the Franco-British Exhibition, 1908. Her husband’s portrait, 
by Gainsborough, hangs in Room XX of the National Gallery. 

Bate tells Garrick that Mrs. Siddons—as Rosalind—was not 
only beautiful and original (yet tempered by an unremitting re¬ 
gard for the moderation of nature) but that‘ in the latter humbug 
scene with Orlando ’ she ‘ did more with it ’ than any one he ever 
saw, ‘ not even your divine Mrs. Barry excepted.’ Truth compels 
him to say he thought her voice dissonant, even grating; he is, 
at the same time, inclined to think this only an error of affecta¬ 
tion, for he ‘ found it wear away as the business became more 
interesting.’ So conquered is the critic that he goes on, “ I 
should not wonder, from her ease, figure, and manner, if she 
made the proudest she of either house tremble in genteel 
comedy—nay, beware yourself, Great Little Man , for she plays 
Hamlet to the satisfaction of the Worcestershire critics.” He 
adds that, as there must be no thought of not engaging her, he 
has taken the initial steps, since he ‘ learnt that some of the 
Covent Garden Mohawks were intrenched near, the place, and 
intended carrying her by surprise.’ He says that the couple 
are eagerly ready to put themselves under Garrick’s protection, 
but that the lady ‘declined proposing any terms, leaving it 
entirely with you.’ Bate winds up by apologising for having 
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written, he supposes, ‘a damned jargon of unintelligible stuff 
in haste.' 

Garrick’s reply—which I have only seen in print, as a 
newspaper cutting from an ancient number of the Courier — 
is, for its writer’s sake and its rarity, worth transcribing. I 
omit two or three sentences, in which Roscius inquires, in 
terms too unmuffled for modern eyes, concerning Mrs. Siddons’s 
approaching confinement (her first child, Henry, was now ten 
months old), desiring to know at what date she will again be 
f fit for service.’ 

,f Hampton, August 15, 1775 

“ Dear Bate, —Ten thousand thanks for your very clear, 
agreeable, and friendly letter: it pleased me much, and who¬ 
ever calls it a jargon of unintelligible stuff, should be knocked 
down if I were near him. I must desire you to secure the 
lady, with my best compliments, and that she may depend 
upon every reasonable encouragement in my power; at the 
same time, you must intimate to the husband, that he must 
be satisfied with the State of life in which it has pleased Heaven 
to call her. . . . Should not you get some memorandum signed 
by her and her husband, and of which I will send a fac-simile 
copy to them, and a frank, if you will let me know their address. 

“ I laughed at the military stratagems of the Covent Garden 
Generals, whilst I had your genius to [ ? ] them. If she has 
merit (as I am sure by your letter she must have) and will 
be wholly governed by me, I will make her theatrical fortune; 
if any lady begins to play tricks, I will immediately play off 
my masked battery of Siddons against her. I should be glad 
to know her cast of parts, or rather what parts she has done, 
and in what she likes herself best. Those I would have 
marked . . . 

“ I am, my dear Farmer, 1 most sincerely yours, 

"D. Garrick” 

Four days later, Bate sent Garrick a list of Mrs. Siddons’s 
twenty-three leading characters. Of the seven she herself 
preferred, three were tragic, and four comic. Among the 
latter were Portia and Rosalind. She did not mark her two 
tragic Shakespearean parts, Juliet and Cordelia. Bate added, 

“ It would be unjust not to remark one circumstance in favour 
of them both; I mean the universal good character they have 
1 In reference to Bate’s agricultural proclivities, 
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preserved here” In a postscript, he subjoins, “She is the most 
extraordinary quick study I ever heard of.” 

The negotiations went forward. The Siddonses gave 
notice at their headquarters. Garrick advanced money to 
tide them over the forthcoming illness and any short period 
in London before appearance. 

None of the Garrick-Bate letters appear in The Private 
Correspondence of David Garrick , edited by Boaden in 1831, 
The only document bearing on the transaction to be found 
there is a letter to William Siddons, dated December 13th, 
1775, from John de la Bere, reporting to him the indignation 
of ‘Mr. Blackwell’ and ‘the gentlemen of Covent-garden 
theatre’ at Mrs. Siddons’s having engaged herself to Garrick 
after having been previously in treaty with them for the 
latter part of the winter season. “They consider her subse¬ 
quent engagement to Mr. Garrick as an infringement of the 
agreement subsisting between them and Drury-lane.” From 
this it would appear that some sort of stipulation existed 
between the two ‘ Winter Theatres ’ ( ix . Drury Lane and 
Covent Garden) as to not infringing on each other’s overtures 
to actors while such overtures were proceeding. The letter 
concludes: “ I have only to recommend it to your consideration, 
whether you will not, on the footing of the agreement between 
the two houses, lose the chance of getting into either, and to 
add that Mr. Blackwell has taken up this affair with great 
resolution, on the part of Covent-garden, and he says that 
Mrs. Siddons absolutely promised him to drop all thoughts 
of connecting herself with Drury-lane.” Clearly, Mrs, 
Siddons’s acting had made a sensation, and, equally clearly, 
the Siddons pair had not been guiltless of sitting on the 
fence between the Lane and the Garden. 

It had been calculated that Mrs. Siddons would be ‘ fit for 
service’ early in December, and, on November 9th, her 
husband acquainted their prospective employer that, on the 
5 th inst., she had ‘ produc’d him a fine girl.’ The twenty-year- 
old wage-earner was taken ill while acting, at Gloucester, a 
few hours previously. Had a longer reposeful time followed, 
the story of her first siege of London might possibly have 
been other than it was. 
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The two probationers, accompanied by two babies f off their 
feet/ little Henry and the f fine girl/ Sarah Martha—later, the 
‘ Sally ’ Siddons of a tragic real-life story—reached London 
before the middle of December. Mrs. Siddons felt she was 
on the first rung of the ladder. The agreement was informal, 
but Garrick promised her five pounds a week, a salary which, 
before she began to draw it, must have appeared to her a 
Golconda. Unfortunately, more than a third of the season 
was over. 

Boaden tells a weak-kneed story to the effect that, prior 
to her marriage, she had journeyed to London, and recited 
to Garrick from Rowe’s tragedy, Jane Shore. This statement 
is uncorroborated, and, as to date, improbable. Quite possibly, 
now, on her enrolment in his corps, the patentee, at their 
initial meeting, asked for a taste of her quality, and was given 
some speeches of Jane Shore’s or Alicia’s. It would be hard 
to imagine a prettier subject for a genre painting than the first 
interview between Mrs. Siddons and Garrick. 

“ His praises were most liberally conferred upon me,” wrote 
Mrs. Siddons, long years afterwards, in the autograph Memoranda 
she bequeathed to Campbell. It would not, one imagines, have 
taken the oracle—as she called Garrick—many minutes to find 
out various facts about her, besides the obvious one that she 
was (in Johnson’s phrase) towering in confidence of twenty- 
one. Except electricity, nothing is more rapid than an 
experienced actor’s recognition of the professional standard. 

Garrick selected for Mrs. Siddons’s ddbut an important, if, to 
a pathetic actress, not very grateful, Shakespearean part, Portia. 
It was, at least, one that Bate had underlined at her request, a 
strange fact, since there was no scope for passion in it. Later, 
she herself realised the deficiency of the r 61 e—and grumbled at 
Garrick for imposing it on her. There can be little doubt that, 
before she came to London, and while she stayed in London, 
she was accounted, and accounted herself, on the whole, a 
comedy rather than a tragedy actress. King was her Shylock, 
and Tom Davies’s f very pretty wife ’ her Nerissa. The play was 
given on a Friday,—December 29th, 1775—and on bill Mrs. 

Siddons appeared as f a Young Lady (being her first appearance)/ 

The poor girl was found wanting. She tottered and 
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trembled, and her voice could not get over the footlights. 
Inadequacy seemed to stand confest. By the Trial scene, she 
had somewhat rallied, but still her tones were so weak as often 
to be inaudible—a defect that must have been fatal to the con¬ 
fident, declamatory style playgoers associate with that special 
‘bit of fat,’ the Quality of Mercy speech. Next day, with the 
exception of Bate, or his mouthpiece, in the Morning Post , the 
critics, to a man, condemned her. Woodfall’s paper, the Morn¬ 
ing Chronicle , advised her ‘to throw more fire and spirit into her 
performance,’ the Gazetteer andNetv Daily Advertiser found her, 
on account of ‘ monotony ’ and of ‘ a vulgarity in her tones,’ ill 
calculated to ‘ sustain that line in a theatre she has at first been 
held forth in.’ The utmost praise of her acting to which her 
part discoverer, Bate, ventured now to commit the Morning 
Post was a vague opinion that ‘ her FORTE seems to be that of 
enforcing the beauties of her author by an emphatic though easy 
art, almost peculiar to herself.’ Her painful timidity, the quality 
of all others embarrassing to an audience assembled for enjoy¬ 
ment, was dwelt on by all. 

Had the ‘Diurnal Writers’ of 1775 appreciated the obstacles 
against which the debutant laboured, one of them, perhaps, 
might have thought her worth a word of encouragment. She 
was in feeble health—a seven-weeks’ mother. Except for what 
natural genius had taught her, she was an unlessoned girl, 
unschooled in the endless fine shades of those trained artists, the 
sociltaires of Drury Lane. Lastly, she was already writhing 
under the jealous disdain of the regnant queens of the green¬ 
room. Who was this raw nobody , that she should ham a Shake¬ 
spearean heroine's part ? Poor , dear Mr, Garrick must be growing 
reckless on the eve of his retirement—at any rate , extremely ill- 
judged. And , oh la , what clothes! For Portia , a faded , salmon- 
coloured sacque and coat — salmon-coloured ’ forsooth , and obviously 
second-hand. Did Mr. Bensley or Mr. Brereton murmur ‘ elegant 
figure'? Yes — well—it never would have occurred to them. 
There was no brilliancy , no style, no je ne sgais quoi—and each 
fair one looked still more conscious as she contributed her self- 
descriptive term. Indeed — and to drop a totally uninteresting 
subject—the sooner the poor thing trundled back to her barns , the 
better — they had no wish to detain her. Such was the attitude of 
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sister-women. The aggrieved ladies called her ‘ Garrick’s Venus/ 
and on whichever noun they placed the accent, we may imagine 
the title received additional sting. 

She was ‘ Venus ’ because, on her first night, and, again, 
later, she walked in that character in the afterpiece,‘ the Jubilee/ 
a replica of the pageant arranged for Garrick’s Shakespeare 
Festival at Stratford-upon-Avon in 1769, and abandoned there, 
on account of disastrous weather. As a revival, on the boards in 
London,‘ the Jubilee ’ was a big success, in spite of the objections 
made by the leading members of the company to demeaning 
themselves by walking as the mere ‘ shadows ’ of Shakespearean 
characters that some of them had never even been associated 
with. It was in the last scene of this revival that the ‘ Ladies, 
worthy creatures!’ as William, better known as ‘Gentleman/ 
Smith ironically calls them in a letter to Garrick, tried to block 
out Venus from the sight of the audience, while Garrick 
(smilingly, we may be sure) frustrated their intentions by 
deliberately leading her down to the front of the stage. Little 
Tom Dibdin was Venus’s Cupid, whom to keep of a cheerful 
countenance Mrs. Siddons bribed with a promise of sugarplums 
at the fall of the curtain. While Tom was away, not well 
(whether from digestive upset consequent on the sugarplums is 
not stated) a Master Mills personated Cupid. “ I could have 
killed that boy,” says Dibdin. However, when he returned, 
Mrs. Siddons comforted him by saying, “ I did not like Master 
Mills so well as I do you.” The first words Dibdin heard Mrs. 
Siddons utter, “ Ma’am, could you favour me with a pin ? ” were 
addressed to Mrs. Garrick’s maid, when one of Cupid’s wings 
dropped off! 

If Garrick had had no conviction that Mrs. Siddons possessed 
the makings of a fine actress, why should he have continued to 
risk the reputation of the theatre to whose welfare he had, for 
twenty-nine years, scrupulously subordinated every personal 
consideration by giving valuable parts to this novice who had 
been so willing to come to him in all humbleness, without con¬ 
tract of any kind ? Why did he not relegate her from the rank 
occupied by Mrs. Yates, Miss Younge, and Miss Wrighten to 
the below-the-salt position of Mrs. Davies and Miss Sherry and 
Miss Hopkins, the prompter’s daughter, all pretty women, but 
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negligible actresses, who “ appeared and disappeared/' 
Holcroft has it in his Theatrical Recorder , “ merely to fill up 
routine ” ? Instead, and in spite of the unfavourable critic! 
not only did he put her on for better work, viz. to act 1 
himself in his final performances of Richard III , as Lady A 
and of Hoadly’s The Suspicious Husband , as Mrs. Strictlanc 
his Ranger, but, partly, no doubt, out of mischief an< 
pardonable desire to punish the other ladies, he handed he 
the greenroom, from her own seat to a chair next his own 
paid her perhaps exaggerated respect, he gave her a place in 
boxes to see his farewell round of parts. 

I like to think of the lessons Mrs. Siddons received, on 
off evenings, as she watched those versatile passages of byp 
those surpassing soliloquies and ‘ side-speeches/ all that Did 
called Garrick’s ‘ singerie sublime'. Siddons was a woman, 
Garrick a man, and his acting was, as far as any art can 
realism, while hers was destined to bring in, or revive, on 
whole, an idealising method of representation, yet the very 
of seeing the great actor so earnest in his art was in itself 
unforgetable education. 

The whole sentiment of Drury Lane Theatre under Gan 
must have made a tremendous impression upon the yoi 
actress, an impression bound, when leisure for the mil 
reaction came, to stimulate in her every kind of professic 
ambition. After the rough-and-tumble, the paper wings, h< 
chandelier, and superannuated scenery, the half-underst< 
ignominy of strolling arrangements, she found herself oi 
stage sentinelled by two of the King’s soldiers, and bei 
a house so adroitly managed that, in Garrick’s great scei 
hush men were stationed in various parts of the auditorii 
to ‘ hist ’ along the thrilling silence he required. 

The lessons she received from ‘ the sovereign of the sta 
came not only by informal observation. He always t< 
infinite trouble over training his players. Kitty Clive b 
witness to this when she described him, ‘with lamb-1 
patience/ ‘ endeavouring to beat’ his ‘ideas into the heads 
creatures who had none of their own.’ In evidence, one of 
‘ creatures/ Edward Cape Everard, calling himself, on the ti 
page of his book, ‘Pupil of the late David Garrick, Esq./ sta 
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that Garrick, reprimanding him after a rehearsal for his ‘boyish 
blunder 5 of averring that he would play better on the night, 
said, “If you cannot give a speech, or make love to a table, 
chair, or marble, as well as to the finest woman in the world, 
you are not, nor ever will be a great actor. 55 Garrick gave 
Mrs. Siddons definite suggestions towards improving her acting. 
He told her, as Lady Anne, not to move her arm in the stiff, 
exaggerated way she did, and that the management of her arms 
constituted one of her early difficulties we are reminded in 
Walpole’s letter to the Countess of Upper Ossory, dated 
November 3rd, 1782, where he says, “ Her action is proper, but 
with little variety; when without motion, her arms are not 
genteel.” 

Unfortunately, Mrs. Siddons did not take this correction 
well. She assigned to it the motive that Garrick could not bear 
her to shade the tip of his nose—as she put it. This amounted 
to saying that he would have vetoed any acting, however 
transcendent, on her part, if, for an instant, it diverted attention 
from Garrick—an idle charge. No great actor ever objected to 
good byplay on a subordinate’s part, for the simple reason that 
all byplay that emphasises the scene is so much assistance to 
himself. Mrs. Siddons gradually deluded herself into a fixed 
idea—the readiest salve to wounded vanity—that her non¬ 
success, at Drury Lane, in 1776, arose from the Manager’s not 
pushing her as he might have done had he not feared for his 
own predominance. 

Garrick certainly told her that if he gave her the best parts, 
the other gentle creatures of the greenroom—to wit, Mrs. Yates 
and Miss Younge—would poison her. It is noticeable that 
Mrs. Abington, the comedy queen, was not named. She, most 
likely, felt, throughout, that the Siddons never could be her 
rival, and this may account for the fact, stated by Sheridan, 
that when the next Management dismissed Mrs. Siddons, 
Mrs. Abington alone called them fools. Garrick might truth¬ 
fully have told his new ‘Young Lady ’ that, if he permitted her 
to be Drury Lane’s feminine mainstay on his own off nights, 
the receipts would fall off considerably, in view of the continued 
non-approbation of press and public. They did not think her 
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word employed by the London Magazine for May, 1776, to 
sum up her performance of Lady Anne. 

Temperament and genius must always vary, but it is none 
the less strange to contrast the slow, wavering rate at which 
Mrs. Siddons’s art developed with the art of Garrick, which, 
sufficiently, at all events, for universal applause, ‘ reach’d 
perfection in’ its ‘first essay,’ when, on October 19th, 1741, 
he played Richard III at Goodman’s Fields. At the time 
Mrs. Siddons came upon the ‘ D. L.’ scene, Garrick, then within 
six months of his last appearance there, was, both as an artist 
and socially, in his full sunset glory. Everybody who was 
anybody was caressing him, and fighting for places to see him 
play. 

Remembering Mrs. Siddons’s disgust at what she called 
‘ the fulsome adulation that courted Garrick in the Theatre,’ one 
cannot contemplate the account she gave of her uncomfortable 
relations with that distinguished man without a vivid suspicion 
that one direction in which the young lady was lacking lay 
in reluctance to pay compliments. If, during this winter season, 
she had been something less of a Cordelia, if she had heaved 
her heart (or words to that effect) into her mouth, and assured 
Garrick that his Kitely was luminous, Miss Younge that her 
Zara was divine, and ‘Moll’ Yates (get. forty-eight) that the 
whole audience took her for twenty-five, we might have traced, 
in the record of 1776, a lubricant we miss. 

Everything Garrick said or did was a grievance to Mrs. 
Siddons in her overwrought condition, battling, as she thought 
herself, for life, in a supreme current of fortune. It is more 
remarkable that subsequent success never brought her its usual 
accompaniment of placable after-judgment. When John Taylor 
repeated to her Sheridan’s opinion of Garrick’s Richard III as 
‘ very fine, but not terrible enough,’ she exclaimed, ‘ Good God ! 
what could be more terrible ? ’ and proceeded to tell him that, 
while rehearsing Lady Anne to Garrick’s Richard, in the morning, 
Garrick requested that when, at night, he led her from ‘ the sofa,’ 
she would follow him step by step, because he did a great deal 
with his face, and wished not to turn it from the audience; ‘ but 
[she went on] such was the terrific impression his acting produced 
upon her, that she was much too absorbed to proceed, and obliged 
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him, therefore, to turn his back, on which he gave her such a 
terrible frown, that she was always disturbed when she re¬ 
collected it/ 

Though Garrick was constitutionally unsympathetic to failure, 
she could not charge him with any more unkind overt act than 
that he once frowned at her to remind her she was being guilty 
of a dereliction of obvious stage duty. Actresses on the defensive 
are kittle cattle, and, at this juncture, I would not (to use Mr. 
Shandy’s phrase) give a cherrystone to choose between Clive, 
the ‘ mixture of combustibles,’ Cibber, the ‘ greatest plague’—be¬ 
cause the most persistent—of Garrick’s ladies, Abington, ‘ the 
worst of bad women,’ as, in his exasperation, he called her, and 
our illustrious Sarah Siddons. When it comes to a blow to 
their self-importance, they are all in a tale. Such is the toll the 
profession of acting takes from feminine good sense. 

Garrick’s period of unweariable, well-organised work closed 
on June 10th, 1776, and that was the final night (already delayed 
beyond the customary annual closing date) of the season for 
which Mr. and Mrs. Siddons had been engaged. Mrs. Siddons’s 
last occasion of acting with Garrick was June 5th, when, for the 
third time, she ‘ supported ’ the character of Lady Anne to his 
Richard. It was a royal command night 

Whatever Garrick might have done for our heroine in an 
ensuing season had now to be undertaken, or let alone, by his 
successors in Management, Willoughby Lacy, Sheridan, Linley, 
and Ford. Years afterwards, when Garrick was safely dead, 
Sheridan used to tell the tragic queen that the outgoing 
Manager had made remarks adverse to her re-engagement. 
This, coming whence it did, was, at least, doubtful, whereas it 
should be noticed that a heedless public had made no sign to 
justify new men in retaining her. 

The most crushing sentence on her acting appeared when, 
after she had played Julia, the girl’s part, in Bate’s The 
Blackamoor Washed White, the Morning Chronicle of Friday, 
February 2nd, observed of the preceding evening’s cast, “All 
played well, except Mrs. Siddons, who endeavoured to support 
her character, but having no comedy in her nature, she rendered 
that ridiculous which the author evidently designed to be 
pleasant.” Here was a tyro openly arraigned of ‘having no 
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comedy in her nature/ yet Garrick had evidently thought her 
less apt at tragedy, or he would not have given her a greater 
number of comedy-young-lady parts. It is worth noticing, 
as showing how the timid and impressible actress fluctuated, 
that, in a separate paragraph of ‘ Theatrical Intelligence, 5 in the 
Saturday’s Morning Chronicle , we may read, “ Mrs. Siddons 
yesterday evening played Julia much better than on Thursday.” 

Mrs. Siddons and her husband confidently expected re¬ 
engagement. Garrick had promised—no doubt, in his ‘hey, 
why now—yes, now, really, I think—Mrs. Garrick is waiting 5 
way—to do his best to pass them on, and they themselves saw 
no commercial nor artistic reason for their being passed over. 
They were playing a summer engagement in Birmingham when 
the sword fell in the shape of a formal letter from the Drury 
Lane prompter, W. Hopkins (whose daughter John Kemble 
was, in 1787, to marry), to tell them that their services would 
not be required the following season. 

Mortification made Mrs. Siddons ill. “For a year and a 
half I was supposed to be hastening to a decline.” The castles 
in Spain had toppled down, and she was bound in miseries— 
free to make what provincial engagements she could. Her 
ever-smouldering rancour is eloquent in this sentence she penned 
in old age—“ For the sake of my poor children I roused myself 
to shake ofif this despondency, and my endeavours were blest 
with success, in spite of the degradation I had suffered in being 
banished from Drury Lane as a worthless candidate for fame 
and fortune.” That terrible sense of frustration which drives a 
weak soul into inactivity drove Mrs. Siddons into increased 
seriousness and harder work. She resolved ‘ to shake off this 
despondency. 5 Steadiness of pursuit is the ruling character¬ 
istic of strong natures. “The time will come when you will 
hear me.” 
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OR two years and a quarter, between the date when Drury 
Lane gave Mrs. Siddons her congi and the date when 
she became attached to the Bath Theatre, she and her 
isband were connected with various provincial stock companies. 

roughout the summer and autumn of 1776, they were at 
irmingham and Liverpool, under the Management of Yates 
id Joseph Younger. 

The gallery of the new theatre in New Street, Birmingham, 
hoed the London verdict on the weakness of Mrs. Siddons’s 
lice. “She motions nicely, but she can’t shout out loud,” 
idared a spokesman of the Birmingham gods. From them, 
id still under Younger’s Management, she passed on to 
anchester, where, as at Liverpool, Hamlet was one of her 
iplauded efforts. Though she did not achieve a new Hamlet 
-what can a woman’s Hamlet ever be but a tour de force ?— 
e character appealed to her intellectual seriousness, and we 
ay believe that, in her hands, Shakespeare’s type of ironic 
:nius suffered no further wrong than that of being arrayed 
‘ a shawl-like garment.’ Mrs. Siddons and her husband had 
:ased to be the literal vagabonds of heretofore. They were 
igaged, for considerable periods, in stock companies of high 
spectability. 

In Liverpool commenced the lifelong friendliness that 

dsted between Mrs. Siddons and a woman of almost equal 

ce of character, Elizabeth Inchbald, then still an actress. 

1 Manchester, whither the two ladies and their husbands 

oved for the winter season, John Kemble, aged nineteen, 

:came a member of the company. Boaden, in his Memoirs of 

r rs. Inchbald , tells us that, in March 1777, the five players, 
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with two congenial men added, took a blameless Wilhelm 
Meister holiday, in lodgings, on Russell Moor, near Appledur- 
combe. In the mornings, Mrs. Siddons washed and ironed 
for her husband and children, singing as she worked. In the 
afternoons, the whole party went on the moor, and played 
blindman’s buff and puss in the corner. In the evenings, the 
grown-ups sat down to cards, and, sometimes, Mrs. Siddons and 
Kemble obliged with duets. 

A harsh, but clever, pastiche of Mrs. Siddons, at about this 
date, occurs in Lady Bell , by ‘ Sarah Tytler,’ where the heroine 
discovers the actress seated in an inn kitchen, “ and occupied, 
between the intervals of feeding the child, in supping heartily 
from a basin of bread and milk.” 

In Manchester, Mrs. Siddons had not been far from the 
circuit presided over by the enterprising Tate Wilkinson. He 
beckoned, and the villeggiatura on Russell Moor broke up early 
in April to allow her to enter upon a short, but triumphant, 
visit to York, where she carried all before her, both in tragedy 
and comedy, put a Miss Glassington completely in the shade, 
and caused a Mrs. Hudson to quarrel with the Manager to the 
point of leaving him. Mrs. Siddons even succeeded in melting 
the prejudices of a certain Mr. Cornelius Swan, York’s self- 
constituted dramatic arbiter, and a very exacting censor indeed. 

It is easy to write of any one who came in contact with 
that zestful anecdotist, Tate Wilkinson. Better (for biographical 
purposes) a month in the Ridings than a year with Younger, or 
any other less garrulous Manager. 

Wilkinson was all over notes of admiration. Never had any 
previous actress so rapidly subjugated his theatre in Blake 
Street. Mrs. Siddons was ‘ a lamp not to be extinguished,’ a 
lamp kept going by ‘ unquenchable flame of soul.’ He recorded 
that his patrons, one and all, expressed their ‘ astonishment, 
that such a face, judgment, etc., could have been neglected by 
the London audience, and by the first actor in the world.’ Tate 
never missed an opportunity of getting his little pocket-knife 
into his old benefactor, Garrick tyrannos. He and his wife had 
the visiting actress’s almost constant company at their house, 
and, across a pinch of ‘his most excellent Irish snufif’ (for 
Tragedy’s divinest daughter loved ‘ snuffing ’) Mrs. Siddons told 
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him—to his high satisfaction—that she liked her ‘country 
excursions, and the civilities she met with so well, and thought 
her treatment in London so cruel and unjust, she never wished 
to play there again.’ 

According to provincial usage, the Management provided 
the theatrical dresses, and Tate, who vaunted himself in this 
department as ‘ the tippy,’ tried to bribe Mrs. Siddons to return 
to York, after the recess, as a resident, by promises of silks and 
fine array exceeding anything Mr. Younger’s wardrobe could 
offer. There was, in particular, a silver-trimmed ‘full sack,’ 
with a large hoop, provided for her Lady Alton (in The English 
Merchant , by George Colman the elder), for though she herself was 
shortly to become one of the earliest anti-hoop ladies, Tate, for 
his part, ‘ was partial to ’ whalebone on the stage, sharing Queen 
Charlotte’s opinion that a hoop gave consequence. Over the 
confection with the foil trimmings Mrs. Siddons ‘enthused.’ 
She said, in her large-eyed, innocent way, that she wished she 
could convey it elsewhere with her—‘ it made her feel so happy.’ 

At York, she opened with Murphy’s Grecian Daughter , and, 
says Tate, “I had the honour of being her old father.” He 
especially comments on her extraordinary elegance, and on the 
picturesqueness of her attitudes whenever she had to fall or die 
on the stage. Proportioned like the Milo Venus, she possessed 
the indispensable requisites of elegance, a short torso and long 
legs, longest from knee to ankle. She was still suffering from 
the shock of her London dismissal, and every one at York 
remarked how ill and pale she looked, and wondered how she 
could get through her parts. 

On May 17th, her month’s engagement ended with the close 
of the York theatrical season, and she returned to Manchester. 
The next notice as to her movements comes from Mrs. 
Inchbald’s journal, as follows:— 

“ I rose at three in the morning, and left Manchester in a 
post-chaise with Mrs. Siddons and her maid. The gentlemen 
rode in the stage-coach. They breakfasted at Macclesfield; after 
which they proceeded on their journey to Birmingham; Mr. 
Inchbald on horseback—Mr. Kemble was taken in to the chaise 
by the ladies; till very late in life he was an indifferent 
horseman.” 


3 
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At Birmingham, in their usual style, the Siddons and 
Inchbald groups lodged together. Sometimes, “ Mr. Inchbald 
painted in the apartment of Mrs. Siddons whose exertion had 
given her a fit of illness,” and, sometimes, Kemble read English 
history aloud, Mrs. Inchbald making c notes of the important 
facts ’ as he went on. 

During that bleak summer when the conclusive intelligence 
of failure in London reached her, Mrs. Siddons had some 
opportunities, in Birmingham, of playing leading business with 
the finest actor between Garrick and Kean, John Henderson, 
who, by his premature death, made room for Kemble at the top 
of the tree. Had Henderson not died at thirty-eight, Kemble, 
it may be, would only be remembered to-day as the scholarly, 
stagy brother of a histrionic genius. 

Henderson was that exceptional being, a thought-inspiring 
actor. Whether as Hamlet or FalstafF, he was equally masterly 
and subtle. Kemble described his Shylock as ‘the greatest 
effort he ever witnessed on the stage/ and his Iago must have 
been one of the profoundest pieces of acting ever seen, so 
completely did he exhibit, side by side with Iago’s villainy, 
Iago’s almost superhuman art of concealing villainy from its 
victims. 

It was Henderson, at the time ‘the Bath Roscius’ (which 
meant the Bath Garrick) of four golden seasons, who, discerning, 
in 1776, Mrs. Siddons’s genius, wrote off to his Manager, John 
Palmer, the younger, of Bath, urging him to secure her. The 
outcome was an engagement, which included wife and husband, 
for the Orchard Street Theatre, the most distinguished theatre 
in England outside London. If anything could alleviate the 
former injuriousness of fortune, it was the fact of being engaged 
for the brilliant city in the West. 

There is a paucity of record as to how Mrs. Siddons 
employed the time between her benefit at York, May 17th, 
1777, and October 24th, 1778, when she commenced at Bath. 
Had she been unfeminine enough to preserve and docket her 
correspondence, as Garrick did his, information as to her where¬ 
abouts during this period, as well as a hundred other details, 
now missing, might enrich her biographers’ pages. Garrick, 
by the way, went so far in methodicalness as to keep a list 
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of all the people who had abused him. Mrs. Siddons, whose 
habit it was to think of her enemies as the enemies of the 
Lord, was less likely than her placable predecessor to need any 
written list to remember them by. 

During the summer of 1 777 ) the future queen of the stage 
was, as playbills for June 27th—September 15th prove, in 
Liverpool. For part, at least, of the rest of the time inter¬ 
vening between York and Bath, she was playing in Manchester. 
In June 1778, she, her brother, and her husband were again 
with Younger in Liverpool. Before the theatre there opened 
for this latter season, the Liverpool people issued a manifesto 
to the effect that it was no use for Younger to bring any 
company to Liverpool that had not played before the King. 
On the opening night, Mr. Siddons was sent on, before a 
vociferating and bottle-throwing audience, bearing a board, 
‘large enough to secure his person/ inscribed with Younger’s 
petition to be heard. The lordly assembly would, however, 
hear nothing. Mrs. Siddons entered next P.S., and Mrs. 
Kniveton O.P.—the former, for one, had fulfilled the required 
condition of having acted before George—but nothing could 
avail. Mrs. Kniveton did what Mrs. Siddons would have 
scorned to do, i.e. fainted in front of the audience, at which 
the wretches only laughed. They next brushed every lamp 
out with their hats, jumped on the stage, took back their 
money, and left the theatre. Kemble describes the riot in a 
letter to Mrs. Inchbald at Leeds. 

The valuable patent of the Bath Theatre was, in 1777, 
held by as many-sided a man as the more famous earlier 
Bathonian, ‘humble’ Allen. Stirring, persevering John Palmer 
ran the Bath Theatre conjointly with the Bristol Theatre, 
and it was while moving his company (which he did three 
times a week) from Bath to Bristol, in the ‘specials’ he 
retained for the purpose, that the idea of mail-coaches for 
the postal service struck him. On August 2nd, 1784, the 
first English mail-coaches were driven between London and 
Bristol, under his auspices. In 1796, when Mayor of Bath, 
and five years before he first represented Bath in Parliament, 
Palmer set on foot, and collected, a subscription of nearly a 
million sterling, to aid Pitt in carrying on England’s naval war. 
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The theatre which was to become Mrs. Siddons’s first 
House of Fame had, when she reached it, been, for ten years, 
a Theatre Royal—the first theatre in England, outside London, 
to obtain a patent. It had, quite recently, been enlarged 
and ventilated, at an outlay of ;£iooo. It is true that Mrs. 
Siddons was, later, to speak of its bad construction as 
responsible for the fears she and her friends felt, in 1782, as 
to whether her voice would fill Drury Lane. 

Palmer had a quick eye for merit, and, once a year, made 
a tour round the principal country theatres, foraging for new 
talent, and observing what other Managers were doing. 
Diversely occupied as he was, he had to delegate actual 
managerial work upon a sub-Manager, who was c Acting ’ and 
‘ Stage ’ Manager in one. At Palmer’s date, the prompter 
and the box-office keeper were more important functionaries 
than nowadays. Palmer’s prompter, Floor, who saw Mrs. 
Siddons act in Liverpool, was in part—by adding his recom¬ 
mendations to Henderson’s—instrumental in effecting her 
Bath engagement. 

The population of ‘Beautiful Bath,’ including its visitors, 
was, in 1778, about thirty thousand. We need ask for no 
better image of Bath life than is given in The Rivals. Towards 
the end of October—when Mrs. Siddons began to act—the 
city was fast filling, for the winter season, with very genteel 
families. ‘And more expected every day,’ as Lady Miller, 
exactly a year later, wrote to Dr. Whalley, adding, ‘ Bath is 
become very pleasant, there is good music, good fires, good 
plays, cards, assemblies, etc.’ By this time, King Nash had 
long ceased to rule Bath and hold the alms basin at the Abbey. 
He had done his work of abolishing coarse manners,—duelling, 
white aprons, and top-boots,—and, since his death in 1761, 
Bath had diligently taken in hand its own further refinement. 
There, of all places, was to be found ‘a really box-audience,’ 
the most judicious in the kingdom. Theatrically considered, 
Bath was a more select London. It was, also, the acknow¬ 
ledged antechamber to London. 

“ Nature and Providence may have intended the place for 
a resource from distemper and disquiet. Man has made it a 
peat of racke and dissipation.” So, at Prior Park, said 



bmoiiett, men meditating medical practice at Jjatn, and, 
indeed, the proportion of those who came for pleasure always 
exceeded the health-seekers. While the latter were steaming 
out their gout in the King’s Bath, the former loitered in 
‘ toy ’-shops, absorbed vermicelli soup at Gill’s, the eminent 
cook’s, and consulted the Bath Directory. The more elegant- 
minded looked in, every day, some at Leake’s, some at 
Tennant’s Library (those ‘evergreen trees of diabolical know¬ 
ledge’), where they could converse, with congenial spirits, 
about pictures, taste, Shakespeare, and the winter’s dramatic 
prospects. 

Mrs. Siddons’s first appearance, on October 24th, was 
in comedy. She played Lady Townly. She was supported 
by Dimond, since Henderson’s departure, the Bath premier , 
Blisset, and Edwin. Of these three, John Edwin, who died of 
‘ taking too much refreshment ’—la maladie du sifole —at forty, 
is the only one whose name survives. Mrs. Siddons’s second 
appearance was on October 27th, when she played Mrs. 
Candour, a part in which her c significant looks ’ were praised 
by Mrs. Thrale, who admitted her general inferiority in comedy. 
Other leading ladies being in possession, Palmer, at first, only 
asked Mrs. Siddons, as a general thing, to act on Thursdays, 
the Bath Cotillon nights, when * every thing that could move ’ 
(as Boaden rather strongly puts it) went to the Lower 
Rooms. 

We want no surer indication of the attractiveness of Mrs. 
Siddons’s acting than the fact that after she had been at work 
a few Thursdays—long enough to be seen in tragedy—the 
Dressed Balls began to thin, in favour of the theatre. Thomas 
Sheridan—a past-master—was one of the earliest enthusiasts, 
and she called him ‘ the father of my fortune and my fame.’ 
Very shortly, she became ‘this justly admired daughter of 
Melpomene,’ and, next, ‘ this astonishing tragedian.’ She was 
soon ‘ of the family of the sure-cards,’ as Boaden says of Mrs. 
Inchbald as a playwright. She not only conquered the Cotillons, 
but, before a frivolous audience, brought tragedies into vogue. 
Gifted, beautiful, of unexceptionable manners and untarnished 
reputation, attended by a personable, sedate husband, and still 
in the May-morn of her youth, she was beset by invitations, 
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troops of friends, and other flattering evidences of success. 
Compared with what she had received at Drury Lane, there 
was certainly a substantial drop—from to £3 a week—in her 
salary. In a country theatre, even at Bath, ^5 a week would 
have been a ‘star’ salary. Here, however, she had a promising 
benefit to look to, which, when it came, proved beneficial to the 
amount of £146. Added to her regular earnings, this sum 
sufficed to free her from what Scott designates c the ignoble 
melancholy of pecuniary embarrassment.’ Mrs. Siddons of the 
Bath Theatre could not afford a maid to paper her curls, but 
was able to keep a nurse-girl to help in looking after the 
children, whose number the arrival of a second little daughter 
(Maria), born in 1779, 1 increased to three. 

Mrs. Siddons found the circumstances of her engagement 
arduous from the fact that Palmer required his company to 
double, not their parts, but their stage, with Bristol, whence 
they had to return to Bath at two in the morning. 

“After the rehearsal at Bath,” she wrote in the autograph 
Memoranda she bequeathed to Campbell, “ and on a Monday 
morning, I had to go and act at Bristol on the evening of the 
same day; and reaching Bath again, after a drive of twelve 
miles, I was obliged to represent some fatiguing part there on 
the Tuesday evening.” 

From the artistic standpoint, the four years that now super¬ 
vened are deeply interesting, for, during this period, Mrs. 
Siddons was forming her art. These were her self-discovering 
years, when the gathered energies of her nature were pressing 
forward in one direction. Considerable success, according to 
its wont, only came after long study and labour. Its star, 
meanwhile, shone in her brain, and led her on. 

Bath may fairly claim Mrs. Siddons as, dramatically, its 
child. The glory to which she afterwards attained was largely 
due to the assiduous application, varied practice, and critical 
following for which the Orchard Street Theatre provided the 

1 Campbell (i. 82) gives July 1st as the date of Maria’s birth. The Registers of 
Bath Abbey, published (down to 1800) in the Ilarleian Society’s Series, contain two 
Siddons baptisms, as follows: “ 1779. Feb. 24. Maria d. of William and Sarah 
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opportunities. A local permanent company of trained actors, 
accustomed h s'eniboiter> is the true nucleus of the much-talked- 
of national theatre. To Mrs. Siddons Bath was, what Henderson 
had found it, a c college/ 

The most valuable passage that occurs in the whole of the 
autograph Memoranda left with Campbell registers an incident, 
which, though historically belonging somewhat earlier, probably 
to the time of the Cheltenham engagement, may well appear 
here, as it evidences what artless preparations Mrs. Siddons, 
in the beginning, had thought adequate for playing the part 
that afterwards became her most towering intellectual triumph, 
Lady Macbeth:— 

“It was my custom to study my characters at night, when 
all the domestic cares and business of the day were over. On 
the night preceding that in which I was to appear in this part 
for the first time, I shut myself up as usual, when all the family 
were retired, and commenced my study of Lady Macbeth. As 
the character is very short, I thought I should soon accomplish 
it. Being then only twenty years of age, I believed that little 
more was necessary than to get the words into my head, for 
the necessity of discrimination, and the development of character, 
at that time of my life, had scarcely entered into my imagina¬ 
tion. But to proceed. I went on with tolerable composure, in 
the silence of the night (a night I never can forget), till I came 
to the assassination scene, when the horrors of the scene rose to 
a degree that made it impossible for me to get farther. I 
snatched up my candle, and hurried out of the room in a 
paroxysm of terror. My dress was of silk, and the rustling of 
it, as I ascended the stairs to go to bed, seemed to my panic- 
struck fancy like the movement of a spectre pursuing me. At 
last I reached my chamber, where I found my husband fast 
asleep. I clapt my candlestick down upon the table, with¬ 
out the power of putting the candle out, and I threw myself 
on my bed, without daring to stay even to take off my 
clothes.” 

A more characteristic picture was never painted—first, the 
amazing confidence of the young actress in her power of 
memorising a great (though not a long) part within twenty- 
four hours, then her unconscious witness to her typically 
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histrionic temperament in her record of the emotion of the pai 
so rapidly and completely dominating her nerves and imagins 
tion. Small wonder that out of such malleable stuff a match 
less artist was shaped. The test of an artist is quick feeling i 
the hour of study. 

The words with which the passage concludes should not b 
omitted, since they reveal the Mrs. Siddons of, so to speal 
private clothes—that staid, businesslike, platitudinising, pike 
staff matron who kept house with the spirit of fire and dev 
Never was there another artist of foremost rank who showei 
fewer traces of what is commonly understood as art’s unfailin; 
accompaniment, The Artistic ‘Temperament’:— 

“ At peep of day I rose to resume my task ; but so little di< 
I know of my part when I appeared in it at night, that m; 
shame and confusion cured me of procrastinating my busines 
for the remainder of my life.” 

Every record of a great player’s methods is interesting 
especially at first-hand. The above description of how Mr: 
Siddons gave herself to Lady Macbeth’s part is infinitely bette 
worth having than her barren statement about the ‘labour’ c 
acting at Bath and Bristol on alternate evenings. But nothin] 
is so rare as to find an actor or actress writing instructivel; 
and to the point on the art of acting. It is the vice of player: 
when they compile their memoirs, to descant on their friend: 
their press notices, their tours, on anything and everything bu 
the real thing. 

As we may believe from her own testimony, Mrs. Siddons’ 
ease in committing parts to memory was prodigious. Sh 
possessed what Lord Rosebery has called the ‘ priceless gift o 
concentration.’ A fortnight of rehearsals sufficed her, at al 
times, even for the biggest part. Far more than on rehearsal 
she relied on private study. She kept her brain fertilised b; 
incessant consideration of her parts. She was one of the wis< 
persons who know that the secret of good work is to ‘ plod or 
and, still’—by dint of ever deepening, ever renewed study— 
‘keep the passion fresh.’ When preparing a part, in ‘the quid 
forge and workinghouse of thought,’ she never spoke her word 
aloud, leaving for the rehearsals that magic awakening of he 
already carefully meditated conceptions. She allowed, too, fo 


the stimulus of theatrical surroundings, and, after her second 
ddbut in London, she used to tell the elder Sheridan, on whose 
criticisms she, in a measure, depended, that he must first go 
down with her to the theatre, ‘ where alone she could show him 
exactly what she could do at night.’ 

One of the remarkable points about her acting in this, her 
early period, was that it was entirely self-derived and original. 
During her 1776 season, she had seen much of Mrs. Yates and 
Miss Younge’s playing, and had had opportunities, on her off 
nights, to observe Mrs. Barry’s methods at Covent Garden, but 
she seems never to have been influenced, in the slightest degree, 
for or against, by the way any other eminent actress had en¬ 
visaged any classic part, played any scene, or uttered any 
speech. She seems never to have known what it was to be 
temporarily swept off her feet, as to her own individuality, by 
the individuality of an older, maturer artist. 

And, however little, during the opening, the comedy, 
performances at Bath, her acting promised the strength and 
execution it was to display in 1782, it was invariably well 
imagined. In youth and age, on the spur of the moment or 
deliberately, Mrs. Siddons, whenever she spoke of her own 
practice of her art, spoke of it as solely indebted to her ob¬ 
servation of nature. Her earliest remark of the kind—since it 
belongs to the Bath period, and occurs in a letter to her Bath 
friend, Dr. Whalley—should be quoted in this context:— 

“ I hope [she writes] with a fervency unusual upon such 
occasions, that you will not be disappointed in your expecta¬ 
tions of me to-night; but sorry am I to say I have often 
observed, that I have performed worst when I most ardently 
wished to do better than ever. Strange perverseness! And 
this leads me to observe (as I believe I may have done before), 
that those who act mechanically are sure to be in some sort 
right, while we who trust to nature (if we do not happen to 
be in the humour, which, however, Heaven be praised, seldom 
happens) are dull as anything can be imagined, because we 
cannot feign.” 

In one sense, all acting is feigning, but Mrs. Siddons meant 
that what was requisite to ensure her best was her sincere, albeit 
transient, identification of herself with her part—the soul and 
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essence of great acting—which nervousness or mental p 
occupation inevitably impairs. 

Her first Bath season closed on June 1st, 1779, and, bef 
it closed, it fell to her lot, on April 29th, to read, and on May 
to recite, Sheridan’s ‘ Monody on Garrick.’ 1 On September 2; 
she commenced her second season with her, as yet, immat 
Lady Macbeth, and, during the subsequent winter, ‘ Master s 
Miss Siddons ’ appeared on her benefit night as her (sta 
children in James Thomson’s Edward and Eleanora. 1 
perfection of her intelligence in pathetic tragedy had by t 
time securely established her position at Bath. Every touchi 
word came bettered from her mouth; every sentiment of hon< 
and virtue was made real by the exquisite sensibility of ] 
utterance. Tom Davies, describing, in his Dramatic Miscellat 
(iii. 148), what she was in 1782, notices that “her modulat 
of grief, in her plaintive pronunciation of the interjection, ‘ O ! 
sweetly moving and reaches to the heart.” It perhaps occ 
to a latter-day person that to put so much into an ‘ O ’ woi 
certainly require art peculiarly capable of lifting banality < 
of recognition. For her part, Mrs. Siddons now said opei 
that she wished never to leave these sympathetic Bath audienc 

It is to be noticed that William Siddons never took anythi 
better than a minor r 61 e in pieces in which his wife was ‘ 
heroine. When she was Jane Shore in Rowe’s tragedy, 
played Derby (a part of five lines); when she appeared, for c 
night only, as Hamlet (in Garrick and Lee’s Shakespeare i 
proved) he was Guildenstern. There is but little recorc 
observation as to how he supported the fourth-rate charact 
assigned him, but it is to be feared he was hardly worth 
salary. He is stated to have been an exacting critic of otl 
people’s acting, and a good coach to his wife. He “ was sor 
times very cross with her when she did not act to please hit 
deposed Mrs. Summers, who, at Bath, played confidante 
Mrs. Siddons in the tragedies. The Rev. Henry Bate, it m 
be remembered, described Siddons to Garrick as ‘a damr 
rascally player, though seemingly a very civil fellow,’ but, 

1 “I never yet was able to read that lovely Poem without weeping r 
plenteously”—Mrs. Siddons to R. B. Sheridan. From an unpublished letter, 
Mr. J. H. Leigh’s collection, dated March 8th, 1814. 
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better acquaintance, retracted the condemnatory portion of his 
criticism sufficiently to allow that Siddons’s Young Marlow was 
‘far from despicable.’ Years later, Mrs. Siddons spoke to 
Whalley of her husband as a much better judge of the like¬ 
liness of a MS. tragedy than herself. 



IV 


THE BATH CIRCLE 

I N every watering-place, there are two distinct populations, 
the visitors and the residents, and it is a curious fact that, 
at Bath, as Mrs. Siddons knew it between 1778 and 1782, 
the greater number of remembered names we meet in association 
with hers belonged to the latter section. On the other hand, 
among ‘ the flux of quality ’ was to be found the foremost of 
her admirers, in the shape of the most celebrated social queen 
of the late eighteenth century, Georgiana, Duchess of Devon¬ 
shire, Reynolds's mirthful Madonna. Wherever she went, the 
Duchess spread the actress’s fame. Indeed, after Mrs. Siddons 
shone forth as the Tragic Muse of England, she liked to say that 
she owed her translation from Bath to London to advance 
advertisements on the part of the Duchess. As a matter of 
fact, Henderson’s recommendatory representations to the 
Drury Lane Management had counted for a good deal 
more. 

That most likable personality, Thomas Gainsborough, had 
ceased to make Bath his residence about two years before 
Mrs. Siddons settled there. An alchemist in paint, he was 
a man who loved every form of art, and, on the art of acting, 
his remarks, in letters to his friend, Henderson, are extra¬ 
ordinarily penetrative. When he painted Mrs. Siddons, in 
what Macaulay called ‘ the prime of her glorious beauty,’ at the 
age of twenty-nine, in the blue, striped gown, brown muff, and 
black hat, she 'was, once more, a Londoner, and gave the 
master sittings at Schomberg House. Though he found her— 
like the Duchess of Devonshire—hard to paint, he, at all events, 
succeeded in making his chef cCceuvre of cool colour the finest 

normal, or untheatrical, portrait of an actress ever painted. 
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“ Two years before the death of Mrs. Siddons,’ writes Mrs. 
Jameson, “ I remember seeing - her when seated near this picture, 
and, looking from one to the other, it was like her still at the 
age of seventy.” 

The painter whose ‘emotive’ life-story afterwards became 
so intimately interwoven with Mrs. Siddons’s personal chronicle 
was brought to live at Bath during the latter half of her four 
years’ residence there. In 1780, Thomas Lawrence was only 
eleven, though, from his confidence and self-possession, he 
might have been judged to be one-and-twenty. Ilis father, who 
retired from keeping the Bear Inn at Devizes when he began 
to see money in his brilliant son, had once been an actor, and 
ever after remained so addicted to the theatre that he came over 
from Devizes once a week to pass an evening in the Bath green¬ 
room. Certain of the fact that young Tom possessed genius 
though uncertain as to its direction, Thomas Lawrence 
at first, believed he saw in him the makings of an actor, and 
encouraged him to recite Shakespeare. Before long, the 
prodigy’s even greater skill in drawing made him think 
differently, and, after two years on St. James’s Parade, the 
family hired Mrs. Graham’s—late Mrs. Macaulay’s—Alfred 
House, Alfred Street, at ;£ioo a year rent, took in a permanent 
‘ P. G.’ (Cumberland’s sister, a Mrs, Alcock), and profited from 
Tom’s precocious ability. By the time the boy was twelve, he 
had many sitters, among them Mrs. Siddons, of whom, during 
her final Bath season, he, ‘ Ai t 13 ’, made—the first of his many 
portraits—a crayon sketch (later, engraved, and largely pur¬ 
chased) in her character of Euphrasia in 7 'he Grecian Daughter^ 
at the moment when she stabs the tyrant. Lawrence saw the 
play in the Bath Theatre, and, although Mrs. Siddons sat to 
him afterwards, the impassioned aspect of the original portrait 
is due to its boy-painter’s strong original impression in the 
playhouse. 

It is disappointing that Mrs. Siddons’s lodgings in Bath 
cannot be identified. Apparently, she and her husband were 
domiciled, during their last season, ‘at Mr. Telling’s, on Horse 
Street Parade.’ 1 This, at all events, was the address given by 

1 In the opinion of Mr. Sydney Sydenham of Bath, this was I Garrard Street 
(now Somerset Street, Southgate Street). 



her husband to the applicants for tickets for her concluding 
benefit. 

It is pleasant to fancy Mrs. Siddons, sometimes—what with 
rehearsals and the children, not very often—carried in a chair 
to the Pump Room (her then fine health needed no waters), 
sometimes walking on her business about the Parades, looking, 
as she ever did, with her goddess-like way of moving, taller than 
she was, but in all places the cynosure of eyes, whether she was 
seen curtseying to that urbane scholar, old Mr. ‘ Pliny ’ Mclmoth, 
or to Garrick’s crony, Lord Camden, or passing the time of day 
with a handsome father of thirteen children, Christopher Anstey, 
of 5 Royal Crescent, also of Trumpington, Cambs, who, accord¬ 
ing to another famous lady, 1 never forgot he was the author of 
a celebrated poem, The New Bath Guide , and was, for ever 
after, ‘ shily important 5 (a discerning phrase!) in consequence. 
Mrs. Siddons would have had the sense and coolness to keep 
out of the way of that man of wrath, Philip Thicknesse, of 
St. Catherine’s Hermitage, Gillray’s ‘ Lieut.-governor Gall¬ 
stone,’ who was “ perpetually imagining insult, and would sniff 
an injury from afar.” She could more agreeably occupy herself 
in stopping to look at the classical ladies—so like herself—on 
the plaques and vases in Josiah Wedgwood’s branch establishment 
in Westgate Buildings. 

Foremost among the folk unknown to general history of 
whom she saw most during her years at Bath, Thomas Sedgwick 
Whalley, D.D., should be named. Dr. Whallcy’s father had 
been Master of Peterhouse, and, when the son took orders, his 
father’s old friend, the Bishop of Ely, presented him to a fat 
Lincolnshire living, with the typically eighteenth-century proviso 
that he was not to reside on it, as the fen air was fatal to any but 
natives. Whalley had no comfortless scruples, but settled down 
at his winter house in Royal Crescent, and his country place, 
first, Langford Court, near Bristol, and, afterwards, when that 
was let, Mendip Lodge, his ‘Alpine habitation,’ just above it. 
He continued to be an absentee rector for half a century. lie 
was instruit and mundane, and society was necessary to his 
existence. He loved everything that was the reverse of obvious. 

This secular cleric and his—and his wife’s—‘ dearest friend 

1 Fanny Burney. 
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Mrs. Siddons 5 were on most effusive terms. In one of her 
letters, she told him that she never went to bed without praying 
for his and Mrs. Whalley’s welfare, she wore their hair in a ring, 
she addressed him as ‘ your glorious self/ ‘ my best, my noblest 
friend, 5 £ my most honoured. 5 These violent delights did not 
have violent ends, for when, late in the twenties of last century, 
her failing health forbade her writing, her daughter Cecilia 
continued her correspondence with Dr. Whalley, who, after all, 
predeceased her. When she was young, struggling, and at Bath, 
the Whalleys used to keep up her strength with beaten ‘Tent 
and egg 5 and offerings of grapes. In her palmy days, they 
presented her with ‘ beauteous and magnificent sables 5 which 
she wore as a trimming on stage dresses. 

In all Bath, there was no one more exquisite, in his very 
cultured way, than Whalley. So susceptible to music that 
a good military band set him off crying in floods, he exchanged 
attenuated sentimentalities, wrapped in words of Latin origin, 
with Anna Seward. Fanny Burney, a clearer-sighted muse, 
made Philistine fun of his conversation, “ about his ‘ feelings, 5 
about amiable motives, and about the wind, which at the 
Crescent, he said, in a tone of dying horror, ‘ blew in a manner 
really frightful. 5 55 Mrs. Siddons was less awake to the absurd 
side of affectation. The portion of the brain which enables 
some persons to perceive incongruity was undeveloped in her 
organisation—partly, because she was a tragic actress. 

Besides being a minor poet, Whalley was, it need scarcely 
be said, an art collector. Men of his stamp always are. It 
was for him that ‘Barker of Bath 5 painted The Woodman. 
Whalley, also, adored lap-dogs, and was painted by Reynolds 
with his spoilt and ‘bullying 5 Blenheim, the ‘Sappho, 5 better 
known as ‘ Paphy, 5 or ‘ Paphy Piddy, 5 to whose shell-pink ears 
and pretty tyrannies a letter of Mrs. Siddons’s, dated August 20th, 
1782, rather oppressively refers. 

Whalley married three times, and, each time, went where 
money was. His first wife suffered a long while before her 
death from spinal curvature, caused by a carriage accident. 
The second Mrs. Whalley was a Wiltshire Heathcote. . Al¬ 
though possessed of ‘ a fortune of fourscore thousand pounds in 
her own power, 5 she, being sixty, was enraptured at having the 



the incomparable siddons 


48 

handkerchief thrown to her, and expressed to her friends her 
happiness in being united to a man ‘whom she had always 
admired beyond any of her acquaintances, and who brought her 
a fortune equal to her own. 5 Within two years, the poor lady 
died from a cold. The widower’s third dip into the lucky 
bag proved a failure. When nearly seventy, he espoused 
Lieutenant-General Charles Horneck's widow. Instead of the 
hoped-for fortune and good comradeship, she brought him 
debts and incompatibility. They ‘separated by mutual dis¬ 
agreement, 5 and, while he lived in one house in Bath, she—on 
a handsome settlement—inhabited another, where she gave 
large parties. She was guilty of the further bad taste of 
surviving him. 

A topic, at first for laughter, and, later, for indignant 
censure, between the Whalleys and Siddonses was that 
hanger-on of the literary world, Samuel Jackson Pratt, 
who adopted the pseudonym of ‘Courtney Melmoth, 5 and 
tried to climb upwards by addressing ingratiating letters to 
strangers of distinction. “That Mr. Pratt gains character 
and countenance at Bath, I wonder not on his part, but 
I wonder on the world’s, 55 wrote, to Whalley, the Dean 
of Bristol, Nineveh Layard’s grandfather. Locally known as 
‘ Pratty, 5 the aspirant thus stigmatised had been in the Church, 
and on the stage, but, at the time he first swam into Mrs. 
Siddons’s ken, was keeping the old-established library at the 
upper corner of Milsom Street. Pie was, in a hole-and-corner 
way, a favourite among the dowagers with whom Bath, then, 
as always, superabounded. “Pratt,” said a caustic contem¬ 
porary, “was a delightful man to women whom others had 
disgusted, or injured, or neglected.” 

Pratt had ample inclination to write, but very moderate 
talent. His tragedy, The Fair Circassian , which, produced at 
Drury Lane on November 27th, 1781, owed everything to 
Miss Farren, actually reached a nineteenth night. The gratified 
author followed it up by a comedy, The School for Vanity, in 
which, among other wild events, a baronet .is saved from 
drowning by an alderman. This piece, in spite of Miss F'arren’s 
efforts, failed, and Pratt fell back on Della Cruscan poems to 
establish his immortality. He was, moreover, the author of 
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the lines that disgrace Garrick’s tomb in Westminster 
Abbey. 

For a time, he imposed on the Whalleys and Mrs. Siddons, 
also on the Swan of Lichfield, Anna Seward, who, when en¬ 
lightenment came, was, for a Canon’s daughter, almost un¬ 
becomingly irate. From Mr. and Mrs. Siddons, in their halcyon 
period, Pratt borrowed a considerable amount of money, and, 
when Mrs. Siddons asked for a fraction of it back, and—a still 
worse offence—told him it was her rule to read no one’s MS. 
tragedy, he turned vicious, threatened to write a poem on her, 
entitled Gratitude , and said, among many flagrant things, that 
he had been the ladder on which she had mounted to fame, and 
was now kicking down. “What he means,” commented Mrs. 
Siddons, “I fancy he would be puzzled to explain.” In 
addition to his other meannesses, he had paid clandestine 
addresses to Miss Kemble, afterwards Mrs. Twiss, under 
Mrs. Siddons’s roof. 

Unremitting perseverance in study and practice, gradually, 
during the Bath years, brought Mrs. Siddons’s art to perfection. 
From the start, as we learn from ‘ the reliable Gcnest,’ she again 
had, occasionally, the educational advantage of acting with 
‘ Henderson from Drury Lane,’ when he paid the original 
discoverers of ‘ Mr. Courtney ’ a theatrical visit. On November 
17th, 1778, he played Hamlet, and she, the Queen on the 19th, 
she was Portia to his Shylock. He extolled her to young 
Sheridan, and she spoke of him, in her measured way, as ‘ a fine 
actor, with no great personal advantages indeed, but the soul of 
intelligence.’ As early as July 12th, 1780, as is attested by the 
postscript of a letter from Sheridan to Joseph Cradock, the 
Drury Lane Management was hoping to absorb Mrs. Siddons. 
The postscript runs, “ I am at present endeavouring to engage 
Mrs. Siddons, of the Bath Theatre, which, if I effect, I will 
inform you.” This letter is the sole evidence I have come upon 
that Sheridan contemplated the engagement of Mrs. Siddons 
two years before he brought it off. 

During the season of 1780-81, Mrs. Siddons introduced 
her sister Frances to the public, as an actress. By her 
own benefit that year ‘Mr. Siddons’ (there was, then, no 
Married Women’s Property Act!) realised ^124. During 
4 
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1781-82, came the definitive summons to London. “It may¬ 
be imagined that this was to me a triumphant moment,” said 
Mrs. Siddons. 

Bath audiences did not part from her willingly, and a news¬ 
paper paragraph appeared, stating that Mr. Palmer was ‘in 
expectation of prevailing upon Mr. Sheridan to spare her a year 
or more to us. 5 With the profits she had brought him, Palmer, 
in 1781, made a good coachway up to his theatre, with a stand 
capable of accommodating over fifty equipages. Quite recently, 
no doubt by reason of her popularity, he had advanced the price 
of the boxes by a shilling. Yet he did not offer her in time the 
moderate rise that would—Boaden states—have retained her in 
a place where she was happy. One wonders whether Lord 
North's tax on theatres, then impending, had anything to do 
with his hesitancy. “What a pity this man did not sooner 
become sensible to Mrs. Siddons’s value and his own interest! 55 
wrote, in a letter of the end of March, a Bath lady, related to 
the Whalleys, Miss Penelope Sophia Weston, soon afterwards 
the wife of William Pennington, the American Loyalist, 
later, M.C. at ‘the Bristol Iiot Wells, 5 and Clifton's oddest 
inhabitant. 

This season, the prospering actress took two benefits at Bath, 
and a third at Bristol, £146, £145, 18s., and £106, 13s. At all 
three, the pit was ‘ laid into 5 boxes, and the front of the gallery 
partitioned off, for ‘the gentlemen of the pit. 5 A book was, 
moreover, placed in the box-office, “ for those ladies and gentle¬ 
men to subscribe, who should wish to pay a compliment . . . 
and might be absent from Bath at the time of the benefit. 55 
This brought in twenty additional guineas at the first benefit. 
On the playbills of the second and third, Mrs. Siddons announced 
that she would produce, at the end of the evening, three reasons 
for her leaving Bath. This sounded mysterious. The Distressed 
Mother , Ambrose Philips’s version of Racine’s Andromaque , was 
the play chosen. Dr. Whalley alone was in the secret. After 
ffie curtain rose for the epilogue, Mrs. Siddons led forward 
Harry, Sally, and Maria Siddons, the Three Reasons, and very 
ovely and like Reynolds’s ‘ Charity 5 in the New College window, 

s e, no doubt, looked, with her beautiful children clinging to the 
long folds of her gown. 
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The idea of the Three Reasons was developed at length in a 
rhymed address, spoken and composed by this all-competent 
matron:— 

“ . . . These are the moles that heave me from your side, 

Where I was rooted—where I could have dy’d,” 

We may imagine how the theatre rang with applause, and 
how every pater familias present wiped his eyes. All through 
her career, Mrs. Siddons displayed an instinct for personal, and 
not merely stage, publicity. 
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CONQUEST OF LONDON 

T HE year that shuddered at the disappearance of the Royal 
George off ‘the Fair Island/ in a wavelcss summer sea, 
was the year that witnessed the long-deferred emergence 
rf England’s greatest actress. In 1782, she was ‘turned of’ 
twenty-seven. 

Early in 1783, Dr. Russell, historian of Europe, published, 
under his initials, W. R., a poem concerning her, entitled The 
Tragic Muse , in which he stated that— 

“This bright Jewel from the Mine to bring, 

Delightful task 1 was lefL for generous King,” 

but the assertion was only a figure of speech. It was not till 
the season that saw Mrs. Siddons’s Restoration that Sheridan 
consigned Drury Lane’s actual management to King, and then 
he did so without giving that incomparable speaker of prologues 
an iota of authority to engage players, or accept plays. Moved 
by his father, by Henderson, and by Gcorgiana, Duchess of 
Devonshire, it was Sheridan himself who had effected the 
engagement of Mrs. Siddons. 

In D. L. playbills for September 20th and 21st, is to 
be found, among ‘notes/ at the foot, “ Mrs. Siddons (From the 
Theatre Royal, Bath) will shortly make her appearance at this 
Theatre in a capital Character in Tragedy.” On the playbill for 
September 28th, and again for October 7th, the part she was 
to play was specified. 

On Thursday, October 10th, 1782, she reappeared—and 
sealed her triumph. Her probative part was Isabella, in 
Garrick’s version of the tragedy of that name Thomas Southerne 
wrote, in 1694. 

Perhaps none but actors can realise the tremors and earnest 

53 
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prayers which were the prelude to October 10th. She was in 
for her final, before the great examining board of London 
playgoers, and there was much to intimidate, yet more to 
stimulate, her in the thought. There was the stinging remem¬ 
brance that, six years before, she had failed to satisfy these, or 
similar, examiners, but, this time, she knew that her genius would 
not be veiled and hampered by immaturity. Nothing was left 
of that trembling Portia who was judged to be ‘ uncertain where¬ 
abouts to fix cither her eyes or her feet.’ 

At the rehearsals—she had only two—she created the right 
sensation. At the first, she says, “ The countenances, no less 
than tears and flattering encouragements of my companions, 
emboldened me more and more; ” at the second, “ Mr. King 
was loud in his applauses.” Her eight-year-old son, Harry, 
rehearsing the part of Isabella’s child with her, unconsciously 
helped forward the preliminary thrill, by breaking into sobs, 
as he watched the dying scene, because he thought that, this 
time, his mother was not acting, but really suffering, and really 
about to leave him. 1 

When, on October 8th, Mrs. Sid dons reached home after 
her second rehearsal, she was seized, to her consternation, 
with nervous hoarseness. Her own words, again from her 
fragments ot autobiography, have more than once been 
reprinted, but no paraphrase could represent the experience 
of her next forty-eight hours with anything approaching 
their tensity. 

“ I went to bed in a state of dreadful suspense. Awaking 
the next morning, however, though out of restless, unrefreshing 
sleep, I found, upon speaking to my husband, that my voice 
was very much clearer. This, of course, was a great comfort 
to me; and moreover, the sun, which had been completely 
obscured for many days, shone brightly through my curtains. 

I hailed it, though tearfully, yet thankfully, as a happy omen ; 
and even now I am not ashamed of this (as it may, perhaps, 
be called) childish superstition. On the morning of the 10th 
my voice was, most happily, perfectly restored; and again 
‘ the blessed sun shone brightly on mel ” 

Tom Welsh, the singing-master, father-in-law of Piatti, 

1 The Morning Post, October loth, 1782. 
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told John Payne Collier, in 1832, at the Garrick Club, that 
he had had it from Mrs. Siddons’s own lips that she so 
completely overslept herself, after her previous fatigue, and a 
sleepless, anxious night, that, far from starting in time for a 
final rehearsal fixed for 10 a.m., she lay on, unconscious—her 
family having decided not to wake her—till one o’clock. 

Her autobiographical Memoranda take up the story:— 

“On this eventful day my father arrived to comfort me, 
and to be a witness of my trial. He accompanied me to my 
dressing-room at the theatre. There he left me; and I, in 
one of what I call my desperate tranquillities, which usually 
impress me under terrific circumstances, there completed my 
dress, to the astonishment of my attendants, without uttering 
one word, though often sighing most profoundly.” 

Though she told Lawrence that, up to her highest maturity, 
she was shaken with nervousness before going on in a great 
part, yet, true to her self-contained, reasonable nature, even the 
nervousness common to all actors and actresses took, with her, 
the form of ‘ desperate tranquillities.’ But, with her, nervous¬ 
ness was done with as soon as the curtain rose. At that 
moment, impersonation—what Salvini called transmigration— 
took place, and, by a derivative, equally instantaneous, process, 
the audience turned into the proverbial rows of cabbages. 

“At length [continues her narrative of October 10th] 
I was called to my fiery trial. The awful consciousness that 
one is the sole object of attention to that immense space, 
lined, as it were, with human intellect from top to bottom 
and all around, may, perhaps, be imagined, but can never be 
described, and can never be forgotten.” 

Reading Isabella ; or The Fatal Marriage now, and comparing 
it with other pieces in Mrs. Siddons’s early repertory, one 
cannot but rejoice that it actually is, like the child’s drama 
described by a schoolfellow, ‘ a little in the style of Shakespeare.’ 
A simplicity, as of an age more golden than its own, resides 
in some of the lines spoken by the heroine. The story is that 
of a passionately devoted wife, who, believing herself a widow, 
under stress of poverty remarries, for her child’s sake, and finds 
next day that her first husband is living. The situation caused 
by his entrance is followed, on her part, by <phrenzy’s wild 
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distracted glare’ and a dagger used, with a laugh, against 
herself. 

Mrs. Siddons would have chosen the more ornate part 
of Euphrasia, in The Grecian Daughter, but ‘Mr. Sheridan, 
senior,’ knew that her strength lay in pathos, and persuaded 
her into undertaking the character that would give her most 
opportunity. 

It is disconcerting to learn that, in obedience to our great¬ 
grandfathers’ crude views as to value for money, immediately 
after sympathising with the anguish of Isabella, people were 
supposed to be equally ready to participate in the humours 
of the farce, which was William Whitehead’s A Trip to Scotland. 
In this direction, a change was at hand. By 1784, only two 
years after Mrs. Siddons’s uprisal, Tom Davies entered in his 
Dramatic Miscellanies , “ The farces, which used to raise mirth 
in an audience after a tragedy, now fail of that effect from 
Mrs. Siddons’s having so absolutely depressed the spirits of the 
audience.” 

The new actress scored a magnificent success in Isabella 
acting it eight times in the first three weeks, and sixteen times 
more between November and the June of 1783. It evei 
remained her favourite non-Shakespearcan part with audiences. 
It was one of those she most fully realised, for, with a few 
exceptions, the characters in which she excelled were characters 
in which the motherly side of feminine emotion predominated. 
To her, the part of Juliet was not simpatica. Similarly, as 
Boaden acutely observes, her Jane Shore was convincing as 
to everything save as to the fact that Jane Shore had been 
an adulteress. 1 Ilcr air of command, alone, visually banished 
the notion of frailty, and in her own nature she had nothing 
of the grande amourcusc. 

The effect the restored debutante produced on her audience 
was prodigious, and full-handed thunder greeted this apparition 
of sensibility and power. To ancient Macklin, seated in the 
front boxes, a mild gentleman remarked, “ I think the new 
actress promises well.” “ I think she performs well,” snarled 
the veteran. With every act, enthusiasm grew greater. At the 

1 A similar remark was made, later, by Fanny Kemble concerning Mrs. Siddons’s 
Mrs. Haller. 
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close of the tragedy, as Boaden quaintly puts it (and we must 
suppose he was recording an observed fact), “ literally the greater 
part of the spectators were too ill to use their hands in her 
applause” When she got home, everything had to be recounted 
to Mr. Siddons, who had been too agitated to venture to Drury 
Lane. 

Her account of how she finished this victorious evening is 
a gem of narrative. All that was finest and most endearing in 
her character breathes through its simple sentences 

“ I reached my own quiet fireside, on retiring from the scene 
of reiterated shouts and plaudits. I was half dead; and my 
joy and thankfulness were of too solemn and overpowering a 
nature to admit of words, or even tears. My father, my 
husband, and myself sat down to a frugal neat supper in a 
silence uninterrupted except by exclamations of gladness from 
Mr. Siddons. My father enjoyed his refreshments, but occasion¬ 
ally stopped short, and, laying down his knife and fork, lifting 
up his venerable face, and throwing back his silver hair, gave 
way to tears of happiness. We soon parted for the night; and 
I, worn out with continually broken rest and laborious exertion, 
after an hour’s retrospection, (who can conceive the intenseness 
of that reverie?) 1 fell into a sweet and profound sleep, which 
lasted to the middle of the next day. I rose alert in mind and 
body.” 

Out of the circle of Bath well-wishers Mrs. Siddons chose 
Whalley to whom to unbosom her joy at the ringing success of 
her great assault. “ I never in my life heard such peals of 
applause,” she wrote to him, next day. “ I thought they would 
not have suffered Mr. Packer to end the play.” 

In conversation, late in her life, with C. R, Leslie’s friend, 
Newton, Mrs. Siddons said, emphatically, “/ was an honest 
actress , and at all times in all things endeavoured to do my best.” 
She, in part, owed her capacity for sustained hard work to her 
fine physique. Hard work and plenty of stimulus were the 
regime that best suited her. At Bath, when she was the mother 
of young children, she would study till three in the morning, 
after getting back from Bristol at midnight. Without literally 
accepting Sir Joshua Reynolds’s dictum that those determined 
1 Query. Was this reflection Mrs. Siddons’s, or Campbell’s interpolation ? 
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to excel must know no hours of dissipation—for a proportion 
of every theatrical renommi'c is due to the judicious cultivation 
of patrons during hours of so-called dissipation—she consistently 
put work before family, society, and leisure. Except that 
Macreacly locked himself into his theatre, and practised there 
on Sundays, ‘ after morning service,'—a proceeding Mrs. Siddons 
would have deprecated,—not even Macready, laborious though 
he was, outdid her in application. “ She certainly did not 
spare herself.—Neither the great nor the vulgar can say that 
Mrs. Siddons is not in downright earnest ," remarks Davies, in 
his Dramatic Miscellanies. 

It was happy for her that she was blessed with a tenacious 
verbal memory, for the quickly changing bills of her time 
demanded powerful memory efforts. Henderson might well 
write, as he did, in 1773, to his Bath employer, Palmer, “Let 
me assure you, upon the credit of experience, that to keep over 
fifty characters of great magnitude, importance and variety, 
distinct and strong upon the mind and memory, is no trifling 
business." No member of the Ivcmble family was ever known 
to appeal to the prompter. 

Mrs. Siddons’s genius for impersonation was so potent that, 
had she been, as Jules Jan in found .Rachel, ‘ petite ., assess laide; 
une poitrine ttroite, hair vnlgaire, el la parole trivialc ,’ she would 
still have hypnotised audiences into believing that she looked 
whatever each heroine was supposed to be looking. But, for 
her further advantage, her physical equipment was so con¬ 
summate that no victory of mind over matter was needed. She 
was not much above the middle height, but, like many other 
beautiful women, seemed taller than she was. In frame, some¬ 
what large of bone, her grandeur of mien and the amplitude of 
her gestures added to the impression, inseparable from one's 
image of her, of a’goddcss-like tallness. Mrs. Piozzi said that the 
Earl of Errol, in his robes at George Ill’s coronation, and Mrs. 
Siddons, as Murphy’s Euphrasia, were the noblest specimens of 
the human race she ever saw. 

Mrs. Siddons naturally found it more stimulating to play 
in a large theatre, after the comparatively narrow Orchard 
Street stage. She was the actress of all others fitted to a wide 
trosce lium. At later dates.it was rem ‘ked tl at on a small 
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provincial stage, her manner, winning its triumphs by broad 
effects, her grandiose demeanour, and her sweeping movements 
made her seem out of the picture. George Bartley, who played 
Edward IV to her Margaret of Anjou, in The Earl of Warzvick, 
described her, to Campbell, as looking a ‘giantess/ when she 
entered, at the back of the stage, through an ‘ extensive arch¬ 
way/ which she ‘ really seemed to fill/ 

Her beauty was of a type that wore well. When she was a 
girl, a friend of her father’s deplored two facts in her appear¬ 
ance—that she was too thin, and that she was all eyes. To the 
first defect she lived to look back with wistful remembrance; 
the second, also, ceased, as the contour of her face grew fuller 
and rounder. To Whalley, she wrote of herself, after the 
advent, at the end of 1785, of her younger son, George, as not 
having been ‘in face these last four months/ and Charles 
Kemble told William Bodham Donne, the Examiner of Plays, 
that, ‘ like all the Kembles/ she became ‘ very emaciated, not to 
say scraggy/ while babies were following one another in quick 
succession. 

If the glory of her person will live for ever in the two 
celebrated portraits, painted during the same year, the enskyed 
Reynolds, and the superb, impassive Gainsborough (which I 
once heard a visitor to the National Gallery designate ‘Mrs. 
Siddons as the Duchess of Devonshire’), the soft loveliness of 
her face and bust is more realisable from two frost-fine chalk 
drawings by Lawrence, one lithographed by Lane, the other 
engraved by Nicholls, which have, comparatively recently, been 
reproduced in Mr. Knapp’s An Artists Love Story. Prom these 
intimate portraits by the man over whom the Kemble type 
exercised nothing less than a spell, we see how much her 
beauty consisted in the setting of her full-orbed eyes, the up¬ 
ward curl of her dark and silky lashes, the shape of her chin 
and forehead, the modelling of her deep bosom and nobly 
muscular shoulder—for hers was a robust, not a fragile, 
charm. 

She possessed ‘ the Kemble Eye ’ in its highest perfection. 
Samuel Russell, an old actor, told Curling that those only who 
were on the stage with her, playing their parts, could have any 
idea of the power of her eye. “ It made the person on whom it 
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was levelled, almost blink and drop their own eyes.” All 
observers concur that, when she was acting, her eyes could be 
seen to sparkle or glare at an incredible distance. “ The effect 
of her eyes,” wrote the Rev. E. Mangin (author of Piozziana ), 
“ was greatly assisted by a power she had of moving her eye¬ 
brows, and the muscles of her forehead,” and Genest says that, 
at certain movements, on the stage, she had a look with her 
eyes hardly possible to describe—“she seemed in a manner to 
turn them in her head.” These wonderful eyes were usually 
described as black—“of the deepest black,” said James Beattie, 
but the great portrait-painters knew better. To them, they were 
sepia-brown ; in repose, like heavy velvet. 

Her face was ‘seldom tinged with any colour, even in the 
whirlwind of passion,’ remarks John Wilson, and we gather 
from the comment that she used little rouge when acting. As 
regards her nose, Walpole did not find either it or her chin 
according to the Greek standard, “ beyond which both advance 
a good deal,” and every one remembers Gainsborough’s baffled 
ejaculation, as he threw down his brush, “Damn it, Madam, 
there is no end to your nose! ” In every portrait alike, we 
find ‘the nose,’ straight, and, for Aphrodite, a thought too 
long, but betokening artistic capacity and decision of character. 
It was the nose that made her profile what the Morning 
Chronicle of October nth, 1782, termed it, ‘grand, elegant and 
striking/ We need only glance at the generalised portraits of 
John Kemble which Lawrence exhibited, under ‘character’ names, 
to know any one of them by Kemble’s eagle beak. The Nose 
ran—if the expression may be permitted—through the family. 

A study of many portraits of Mrs. Siddons brings one to the 
conclusion that her face, able and ready for expression, was not 
too expressive in repose. It was plastic—the player’s ideal face. 

On her multitudinous portraits a volume might be written. 
Besides the great Gainsborough, 1 the great Reynolds, and the 
favourite Lawrence, all reproduced in this volume, there is the 
Warwick Castle full-length (in the Catalogue of the Guelph 
Exhibition, 1891, ascribed to Reynolds) with the dagger and mask, 
and Lord Llangattock’s portrait of her, attributed to Gains- 

1 Sold to the National Gallery, in 1862, by Major Mair, husband of the sitter’s 
granddaughter. 
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borough, in Cavalier costume, while, in a ‘Catalogue of Lawrence’s 
Exhibited and Engraved Works,’ appended to Lord Ronald 
Gower’s Sir Thomas Lawrence , Mr. Algernon Graves names no 
fewer than fourteen several portraits of her. In 1783, Romney 
made the sketch 1 that faces p. 38, the finished replica of which 
the Morning Chronicle , May 8th, 1786, called his “incomparable 
head of Mrs. Siddons, which Raphael would be glad of, pene¬ 
trated by something superior even to Taste! ” 

After the work of the dii majorcs, the half-length by 
J. Downman, A.R.A., in the beribboned cap and scalloped 
fichu, stands, perhaps, first. It is well known from P. W. 
Tomkins’s engraving, reproductions of which were included in 
the Magazine of Art, 1887 (‘ Some Portraits of Sarah Siddons ’); 
in the reprint, 1896, of Boaden; in The Two Duchesses , 1898— 
mistakenly, there, as Elizabeth, Duchess of Devonshire ; and in 
Lord Howard de Walden’s edition of The Reminiscences of TIenry 
Angelo , 1904. On the back of the painting is inscribed, in 
Downman’s handwriting, these words, kindly communicated 
to me by the present owner: “Mrs. Siddons. 1787. Original, 
the great tragic Actress. I drew this for the Duke of 
Richmond, but he preferred the Duplicate. Off the Stage I 
thought her face more inclined to the comic.” Comparison of 
this portrait with the Romney sketch induces conviction that 
both were faithful likenesses. Sir William Beechey’s interesting 
figure, seated, in white, with white turban, painted about 1798, 
an ever-attractive subject with copyists in the National Portrait 
Gallery, comes next among private life portraits. 

However positive we may feel that Mrs. Siddons was a 
‘ trumpet set for Shakespeare’s lips to blow,’ the overwhelming 
majority of her stage portraits depict her at the sensational 
moments of non-Shakespearean drama. Harlow not only painted 
the famous Katharine portrait, but made a pencil drawing of 
her, dated ‘December 1813,’ as Lady Macbeth (only a few 
reproductions of which were printed), but, besides this latter, 
there is no record that can be called artistic of her highest 
dramatic achievement. 

Among five portraits (five, at least) of Mrs. Siddons, 

1 Sold, in 1906, at Christie’s, ‘the properly of a gentleman,’ for 2500 
guineas. 
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by William Hamilton, of the four in character, as Isabella, 
Euphrasia, Jane Shore, and Lady Randolph, the first, a large 
canvas now in Lord Hotham’s collection, is the most note¬ 
worthy. Even in Caldwall’s print, it fascinates—the woman¬ 
hood is so heroic, the affliction so gorgeous—and this in 
spite of Genest's criticism that “as she is simply standing with 
the child in her hand,” no “particular idea of her manner” is 
conveyed. A prop os, the following story is told of one of 
Mrs. Siddons’s sittings, in 1782, to the Scotch Academician, at 
63 Dean Street. Hamilton and his wife, accompanying her, on 
leaving, to the door, commented to her on her resemblance to 
a sculptured Ariadne on the staircase. She clasped her hands 
in ecstasy. “Yes, it is very”—she began, and was adding 
“like,” when a wave of modesty turned the word into “beautiful 
—so very beautiful, I fear you must be flattering me.” With 
this, she sat on the stairs, gazing at the marble, and repeating, 
“ so beautiful, you must be flattering me.” 

In addition to the early Lawrence Euphrasia, and Hamilton’s, 
J. K. Sherwin (engraving as well as painting) and Ii. Repton 
portrayed her in that character. Stothard drew her as Calista, 
Shireff painted her both alone and with Kemble. In the Garrick 
Club hangs an ultra-theatric full-length by Westall, the gift of 
Sir Squire Bancroft. The Guelph Exhibition included, among 
many portraits, miniatures by Cosway, Horace Hone, R.A., 
Samuel Shelley, G. Chinncry, R.H.A., and William Hamilton, 
and a water-colour of her with her brothers by Sir W. T. Newton. 
Romney introduced her, as ‘ Tragedy,’ among the red shadows 
of The Infant Shakspere instructed by the Passwis, now at 
Stratford: in another genre work, Lawrence’s Satan , she 
appears, at Satan’s feet. W. Mansell had her as ‘Queen Rant’ 
in ‘The Caricaturers Stock in Trade 1786’; Gillray’s ‘bludgeon- 
pencil ’ dealt with her in ‘ Blowing up the Pic Nic’s,’ and other 
prints; Rowlandson expressed his notion of her, ‘ being in¬ 
structed by her father.’ Where she toured, there she sat to 
some one, and, for wealthy admirers, like Mrs. Fitzhugh and 
Lord Hardwicke, she sat to their favoured painters. It would 
be hard to find a contemporary artist who never depicted Mrs. 
Siddons. Lady Templetown cut her in paper, as Jane Shore, for 
publication. Flaxman, designing chessmen, made the queens 
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from her. Mr. Fitzgerald speaks of an Irish collection of water¬ 
colour drawings, by Miss Sackville Hamilton, of her poses and 
costumes. 

Where painters led, engravers followed. Bartolozzi, J. R. 
Smith, Clint, Heath, Sherwin, Say, Caroline Watson, and a tribe 
of others disseminated over Great Britain presentments of Mrs. 
Siddons, ‘ antique-limbed and stern,’ with the face of a Fate on 
a gem. ‘ Minstrel ’ Beattie, being a Scot, thought her the most 
beautiful woman of her time ‘ excepting the Duchess of Gordon,’ 
but Stothard thought excepting Mrs. Fitzhcrbert. Stothard 
said that commanding as Mrs. Siddons always was, in her 
youth, as he found when painting her, the exceeding delicacy 
of her beauty seemed far greater off the stage. On some one 
observing that she would be the finest possible subject, not 
for a picture, but a statue, and that a bust was not enough to 
‘convey a full idea of her surpassing majesty,’ he cordially 
assented, and mentioned the remark to Flaxman. 

A notice of portraits should not omit mention of memorial 
statues. Of Thomas Campbell’s colossal figure (1846)—sub¬ 
stituted for his intended mural alto-relievo , now in the National 
Portrait Gallery—in Westminster Abbey, we read only too 
much in Macread/s Reminiscences. On Macready the trouble 
and expense of its erection was allowed, by a distinguished and 
aristocratic committee, almost entirely to fall. L. Chavalliaud’s • 
statue (1897) on Paddington Green, minikin in scale—Mrs. 
Siddons seen through the wrong end of an opera-glass — 
has the distinction of being the only open-air statue of an 
actress in England. 

When we think of Mrs. Siddons’s impressiveness, sureness, 
strength, and fire, we dwell on characteristics other first-rate 
women-actors have abundantly possessed, but the quality all 
her own, the essence of her stage personality, was her innate 
majesty, and, here, no other actress, however otherwise gifted, 
has yet been her peer. “. .. were a wild Indian to ask me, What 
was like a queen ? I would have bade him look at Mrs. Siddons ” 
Tate Wilkinson’s statement is convincing. 

Mrs. Siddons, in her Memoranda, gives this ingenuous ex¬ 
planation of her composure when she was first introduced at 
Buckingham House:— 
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“ I afterwards learnt from one of the ladies who was present 
at the time that her Majesty had expressed herself surprised 
to find me so collected in so new a position, and that I had 
conducted myself as if I had been used to a court. At any 
rate, I had frequently personated queens.” 

As befitted a queen of tears, melancholy tenderness was, by all 
accounts, the normal characteristic of Mrs. Siddons’s voice, and her 
prevailing stage expression was sad. A Rector of St. Stephen’s, 
Wallbrook, thus describes the impression she made on him:— 

“ . . . I never saw so mournful a countenance combined 
with so much beauty. Her voice, though grand, was melancholy 
—her air, though superb, was melancholy; her very smile was 
melancholy.” 1 

Contemporary notices of how Mrs. Siddons dressed her 
parts are few, partly, no doubt, because Tragedy takes less 
thought for clothes than Comedy. Abington’s fertile genius for 
costume would have only belittled a Siddons. A probability 
emerges that audiences were not certain what ‘the Tragic 
Music ’ had on, beyond being convinced that she was 

‘clad in the usual weeds 
Of high habitual state,’ 

as Joanna Baillie has it, in Dc Montfort , describing the heroine 
(Mrs. Siddons). We know that the effect of Lady Macbeth’s 
sleep-walking dress was that of a soft, muffling whiteness, and 
that it was designed by Sir Joshua. In the first two acts of 
Macbeth , Mrs. Siddons appeared in a costume copied from a 
bridal suit of Mary, Queen of Scots, so, if the history was 
anachronistic, the geography was unimpeachable. Seeing that 
the antiquarian Kemble dressed all Shakespeare’s historical 
plays (as a step towards realism) in Charles I costumes, it was 
he, most probably, who suggested to his sister the Mary Stuart 
dress. Mrs. Siddons, by the way, was the first heroine who 
dissociated madness from white satin. 

It was upon her first appearance as Belvidera at Drury Lane 
that Boaden made the following antediluvian comment: “ There 
was no Venetian costume affected, for in modern times it is not 

1 Mars ton ; or the Soldier and Statesman. By the Rev. George Croly, LL.D., 
i. 50, 51. 1846. 
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worth the inquiry for stage purposes how the different parts < 
Europe dressed.” In our days of‘ an exact knowledge of realit) 
every one may have his laugh at Macbeth in a tie wig, and tl 
Grecian daughter in hoops. Should we not, rather, bring 01 
archaeological minds to bear on the wider aesthetic consideratioi 
urged by Deschamps in that best poem on a picture evi 
written before Rossetti’s sonnets, a poem that may be rough] 
Englished thus:— 

When Veronese limned each sunburnt guest 
At Cana’s feast, he made no curious quest 
In Galilee if silver threads or gold 
Ran through the festal robe’s embroidered fold, 

Nor how were shaped those instruments divine 
Which sang when God turned water into wine. 

Yet the Venetian with his virile hand 
Made living men of that musician band, 

And, though for this or that the critics blame, 

For me, I love the picture : ’tis the same 
Whether they carry hautboy, viol, or lyre, 

Their hands are flesh. I am silent. I admire. 

George ill, in his paternal way, warned Mrs. Siddons again, 
using white paint on her neck, as dangerous to health. Whe 
Reynolds and Gainsborough painted her in 1784, she was sti 
under the dominion of what Elizabeth Inchbald uncompromi 
ingly called ‘ the larded meal.’ The effect of the mounted hes 
was to make the face very small. At the same time, the natur 
shape of the head was lost, winged out, as it was, by ‘ certa 
side-boxes of curls.’ It described, instead, an equilateral triang 
of which the base was uppermost. The head-building proces 
from the first papillotes to the last puff of the powder machin 
must have been painfully tedious, and busy Mrs. Siddons gaint 
many hours a week when, in November 1795, she broke throug 
the tyranny of powder, and, like her strong-minded frien 
Mrs. Inchbald, who was among the first innovators, tried tl 
effect 1 of natural hair on the stage. 

In words only surpassed by Boaden’s statement th 
Henderson’s Othello “ agonised himself and everybody fortuna 

1 Campbell states that, during her second season (1783-84), Mrs. Siddons we 
unpowdered, and with hair already cl la grecque , and that Reynolds, thereupc 
‘ rapturously praised the round apple form which she had given to her head.’ Judgi 
from portraits, Campbell antedated this speech. Reynolds did not die till 1792. 
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enough to hear him,” the Morning Chronicle , describing Mrs. 
Siddons’s first triumphal night in London, observed she “ wore 
her sorrows with so much persuasive sincerity ” that she “ wrung 
the heart, and gratified the judgment.” Such criticisms may 
well bring us up anew against the naif wonder as to why people 
should consider it a pastime to look on at the re-presentation of 
‘ sorrows and agonies.’ 

In view of the tears and screams, fainting-fits and convulsions, 
that Mrs. Siddons’s acting called forth, one must conclude that 
the pleasure of seeing her act was a pleasure that was all but 
pain. Miss Williams Wynn attests this, where, describing the 
effect Mrs. Siddons’s acting had upon her, she calls it a “ thrill 
which more exactly answers the idea oi pleasing pain than any¬ 
thing I ever felt, and I can hardly attach any other meaning to 
the words.” Henry Angelo records, in his ‘Reminiscences,’ 
how, one night, when he, with his family, was in Mrs. Lacy’s 
box to see Mrs. Siddons play Isabella, a young lady, who had 
been at the rehearsal in the morning, “ determined to be before¬ 
hand to have a good cry, and not all our laughing and persuasion 
could prevent her shedding tears. The idea of what she must 
expect from her affecting acting, was enough to produce weeping ” 
Genest states that the excruciating pathos of Mrs. Siddons’s 
Cleone, performed on November 22nd, 1786, so affected ‘the 
Ladies ’ that, on the 24th, the evening announced for a repetition 
of Dodsley’s ‘ slaughter-house ’ tragedy, the boxes were half 
deserted. The play, consequently, was, thenceforth, laid aside, 
whereby “ some admirers, who on the supposition that she would 
play the character frequently, had not hurried about seeing her, 
were greatly disappointed.” 

It was, clearly, Mrs. Siddons who brought in the fashion for 
the house to shriek whenever the heroine shrieked. The faint¬ 
ing ladies and the ostentatious pocket-handkerchiefs also dated 
from Mrs. Siddons’s first season. These hysterical follies 
‘caught on,’ and, very soon, people were ‘swooning’ on the 
slightest theatrical provocation. It would be interesting to 
know in which decade the fainting fashion declined. Fanny 
Kemble, in her day, mentions having twice seen people seized 
with epilepsy at the funeral procession in Romeo and Juliet. 
Such physical paroxysms produced in, and willingly accepted 
5 
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by, audiences as part of the enjoyment, form an extraordinary 
phenomenon in the history of theatres. Regarding the reality 
of these violent responses of the nervous system to violent 
stimulus, there can, in many instances, be no question, and it 
was not only in the case of innocent members of the public, 
Gautier’s 1 public essentiellement sdrieux qui croit a cc qu'il voit 
that they were made, as witness the anecdote of Holman and 
Macready’s father, both hardened actors, sitting in the Drury 
Lane pit while Mrs. Siddons played in The Grecian Daughter. 
Any one who reads The Grecian Daughter to-day will scarce 
forbear to yawn, yet, after the death-scene, Holman turned to 
his companion, and said, “ Macready, do I look as pale as you ? ” 
Hazlitt, when summarising Mrs. Siddons’s artistic career, 
recorded, “We have, many years ago, wept outright during the 
whole time of her playing Isabella.” Crabb Robinson was 
another cool enough hand who yet became so hysterical when, 
in 1797, Mrs. Siddons was playing Agnes, in Lillo’s Fatal 
Curiosity , that, he tells us, he was all but turned out, in the idea 
that he was laughing by intention. 

To be so excited, playgoers must be anything but ‘ barren 
spectators,’ and there can be little doubt that the audiences 
of those days were keener than modern audiences. They 
produced better critics of acting, for Hazlitt, Lamb, and Leigh 
Hunt left no successors equally acute and analytic concerning 
the acting, in contradistinction to the play. 1 The whole house 
was interested in ‘ readings ’ and ‘ business.’ Thanks to short 
runs, and to the consequent frequent repetition of Shakespearean 
and other masterpieces, every head in the auditorium could well 
be, in Mr. Max Beerbohm’s phrase, a heavy casket of 
reminiscence. 

As regarded the adequacy of the voice, found wanting by 
Mrs. Siddons’s critics of 1775 - 76 , she and her friends had, before 
the crucial October 10th, many qualms, and, indeed, during her 
first brilliant winter, though none could censure her articulation, 
for she took care of every consonant, as her mother had taught 
her, a few adverse opinions lingered. In all probability, before 
she found the pitch of the house, sheer anxiety made her strain 

1 Per contra, it must be remembered that Leigh Hunt’s and Hazlitt’s ‘ Theatrical 
Examiners ’ had not to go to press two hours after the fall of the curtain. 
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her voice, since the Morning- Post said that, in her purple 
patches, she raised it harshly and inharmoniously. 

Her propriety of utterance and correct emphasis were the 
points specially commended by the King - , which, at the end of 
her opening season, procured her, by Queen Charlotte’s express 
command, the post of Reading Preceptress to the Princesses— 
£ a position,’ wrote Campbell—in the draft of his Life of Mrs. 
Siddons — c all HONOUR, but no SALARY, and, therefore, 
I believe, little in request.’ 1 Certainly, Mrs. Siddons’s appoint¬ 
ment was honorary, but the Queen, on one occasion, gave her 
‘ a magnificent gold chain, with a cross of many-coloured jewels,’ 
—Mrs. Siddons called it her ‘ badge of honour,’—and, on another, 
presented her with a nomination to the Charterhouse for her 
elder son. The actress always had the honour of driving 
to and from Buckingham House in a royal carriage. 

We learn more of Mrs. Siddons’s non-theatrical history, 
during 1782-83, from the letters to Whalley, preserved in his 
£ Memoirs,’ than from any other source. £ Pratty ’—or Benignus, 
as the Bath set sometimes called Pratt—met with a considerable 
share of comment. He began well, by writing Mrs. Siddons an 
epilogue, which was, later, vastly applauded, though, on the first 
night, it had to be dropped out of the programme, on account of 
her ‘ excessive fatigue of mind and body ’—and by this fact 
alone we may judge how she had gathered up all her force for 
one supreme encounter. Her letter, unfortunately as far as 
Pratt was concerned, went on, “ Never, never, let me forget his 
goodness to me.” What ‘ Benignus ’ must have considered a 
golden opportunity for repaying his goodness arrived only too 
soon, but Mrs. Siddons did no more than profess herself sadly 
grieved over the fact that, after the predestinate failure of 
Thomas Hull, the actor’s, anonymously produced prose tragedy, 
The Fatal Interview, the Management ££ would not let her ” risk 
her reputation in Pratt’s comedy, The School for Vanity. 

Though Walpole heard that ‘ the Siddons ’ was declining 
great dinners on the plea of her perpetual business and family 
responsibilities, already the world was making its claims felt. 

1 1 came upon this comment in turning over the MS. rough copy of the Life oj 
Mrs. Siddons, sold at Sotheby's, in 1906, for £21, In his published work, the dis¬ 
creet poet refined it away. 
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“ I have thought myself very unfortunate,” she writes to Whalley, 
“in being unable to see her [Whalley’s niece] so often as 
I wished; but the constant succession of business, and the 
nonsensical though necessary round of etiquette, visiting, etc., 
etc., leaves one in London very, very little to use for one’s real 
gratification.” 

In her prosperity and elation, she never lost sight of the quiet 
ideals of her private character. Without a shade of insincerity, 
she writes, “ I am still gathering laurels to place round the sweet 
cottage you and I have planned together, and you will be glad 
to hear they are variegated with gold ; but as I am not ambitious 
of finery, I shall be glad at a proper time ... to exchange them 
for more modest plants.” Another day, she exclaims, “ Oh, for 
a piece of Langford brown bread! ” Mrs Siddons was never 
indifferent to food. She was an excellent ‘ fork.’ 

The 1782-83 letters to Whalley are dated from lodgings at 
149 Strand. A central and tolerably respectable address was 
essential to her receiving visits from people of any figure in the 
world. At the theatre, the first run of Isabella was not over 
before she was advanced from her original dressing-room, up a 
long staircase, to the dressing-room that had been Garrick’s. 

Her salary commenced at ten guineas a week. Two years 
later, it was raised to ^24, 10s. Undoubtedly, during the first 
season, her pay was below her value, but she looked to her 
benefit, on December 14th, and that, made free, as it was, of all 
charges, brought her over A800. Belvidera, in Venice Preserved , 
was the part she chose for her first benefit, and when, in March 
1783, a second was allowed her, she appeared before her patrons 
as Zara, in Congreve’s The Mourning Bride , and realised A650 
by the performance. As early as November 1782, a hundred 
barristers, whom she described as ‘ the whole body of the Law,’ 
made her up a purse of a hundred guineas, which the Hon. 
Thomas Erskine presented, and she called the episode ‘the 
most shining circumstance of her whole life,’ as, formerly, she 
had said of a subscription raised for her in Bath, ‘ Was it not 
elegant?’ On December 17th, she issued, from the theatre, a 
manifesto of gratitude, stating how she had been ‘ told that the 
splendid appearance on the night [of her benefit] and the 
emoluments arising from it, exceed anything ever recorded on 
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a similar account in the annals of the English stage.’ She 
ended by protesting—as felicitously as such a thing could be 
protested—that she £ will carefully guard against any approach 
of pride.’ To do her justice, she never, at any time, treated the 
public in a high-handed way. 

During her first season, which concluded on June 5th, she 
acted eighty times, during her second, fifty-three times. The 
first year she essayed seven characters, in the following order:— 
Isabella (Southerner Isabella ; or The Fatal Marriage, 1694). 
Euphrasia (Murphy’s Grecian Daughter, 1772), 

Jane Shore (Rowe’s Ja7ic Shore, 1713). 

Louisa Montague (Hull’s Fatal Intervieiv, 1782). 

Calista (Rowe’s Fair Penitent, 1703). 

Belvidera (Otway’s Venice Preserved, 1682), 

Zara (Congreve’s Mourning Bride, 1697 s ). 

In her Memoranda of 1782-83, occurs one specially under¬ 
standable remark. Speaking of the overwhelming success, first, 
of Isabella, then, of her next character, she writes, “ I well 
remember my fears and ready tears on each subsequent effort, 
lest I should fall from my high exaltation.” 

Time is the trier of talent, and each new character Mrs. 
Siddons impersonated more positively proved her Promethean 
spark to be no penny firework. The glowing, graceful creature, 
with her marvellously arresting manner and her terrible 
concentration, recalling Mrs. Cibber in her pathos, rivalling 
Garrick in all but his universality, “has,” wrote Davies, “like a 
resistless torrent . . . borne down all before her.” 



VI 

THE WAY OF HER GENIUS 

S INCERITY is the pulse of fine acting, and Mrs. 
Siddons, one of the sincercst of feminine personal¬ 
ities, possessed the quality at the heart of her genius. 
Anna Seward found that she simply played as a woman of 
fine understanding and feeling heart would actually look and 
speak, in the given circumstances, and we may search long 
through the superabundant correspondence of that pedantic 
lady for another criticism as discerning and terse. 

Mrs. Siddons played from nature, and her own conception, 
for, of course, her apprehension of ‘ nature’ was determined and 
modified by temperament. That she considered, seriously and 
attentively, each line she uttered, her manuscript Memoranda 
on Lady Macbeth, included in Campbell’s ‘Life’ of her, afford 
collateral assurance. Sir Walter Scott tells us that, when 
dispraising her brother John’s determinedly classic postures, 
she showed, by practical exposition, that the braced attitude 
induced by concentrated feeling can be, no matter how un¬ 
beautiful, more expressive than the most elaborately graceful 
poseplastique . She stood erect, pressed her knees closely against 
each other, curved her feet inwards, held her elbows to her 
sides, placed her hands upright together, and, in this attitude, 
that of the Egyptian statues Lord Lansdowne had shown her 
at Lansdowne House, she pronounced Lear’s curse. The 
heightened effect from the narrow, contracted body and the 
rigidity of the muscles made Scott’s ‘ hair rise and flesh creep.’ 
It is interesting to find the English actress whose name we 
intimately associate with the classic, static, stately style giving 
a lesson in realism d outrance . We are reminded of Mme 
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de Stael’s kindred comment, in Corinne , on the way Mrs. 
Siddons played the scene in Isabella , where she kneels to Count 
Baldwin:— 

“ JOactrice la phis noble dans ses manures , madame Siddons , 
ne perd rien de sa dignitd quand die se prosterne contre terre. II 
ny a rien qni ne puisse etre admirable , quand une dmotion intime 
y entrained 

Acting consists of two main ingredients, imitation and 
artistic identification. A mere mimic catches manner and 
mannerism, a true actor gives the mind with the manner. This 
power of temporary identification was pre-eminently Mrs. 
Siddons’s. She worked from within outward ; first, by yielding 
herself to the spontaneous flashes of her sensibility, she became 
the person represented; then, inevitably, brought out the 
external indications, peculiar and personal. 

Other actors marvelled at the well-controlled, self-reserving 
‘ identification 5 they must have deeply envied. Charles Mayne 
Young, who acted with Mrs. Siddons, gave, in a word, the 
explanation of it. “She was,” he said, “the most lofty-minded 
actress I ever beheld. . . . From the first moment to the last, she 
was, according to theatric parlance, ‘ in the character . 5 ” Various 
actors are so variously constituted that, while Mrs. Siddons 
took deliberate pains to maintain, through the intervals between 
the scenes, the frame of mind proper to the play, Edmund 
Kean could come out of tragedy, and straightway turn a 
somersault into the greenroom, and Rachel could parody the 
thrilling scene she had that moment quitted. It was not in 
‘the Great Woman , 5 as Campbell calls his heroine, to ‘frivol/ 
or coolly calculate, in the thick of tragedy. One could not 
imagine Garrick’s whisper, “Tom, it will do—I see it in their 
eyes,” from her. The soul of the artist in Mrs. Siddons was 
a deep lake, in Garrick it was a broad, transparent stream. 
At the same time, it was only while she was in the part 
that she submerged her private self, and then, in Boaden’s 
quaint words, “no recognisance of the most noble of her 
friends exchanged the character for the individual.” Once 
the fifth act was at an end, she, too, returned to herself, like 
the rational being she was, and Cumberland, in conversation 
with Rogers, drew a memory-picture of her coming off the 
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stage in the flush of triumph, and walking to the mirror in the 
greenroom to survey her still agitated face. 

Whether speaking or silent, Mrs. Siddons acted, intensely, 
every moment of the time she was before the audience. Crabb 
Robinson describes her, as Margaret of Anjou, when she has 
stabbed Warwick. “ She . . . staggered off the stage as if drunk 
with delight . . . every limb showed the tumult of passion.” She 
was never afraid to evince physical vigour. Genest noticed 
that whereas less stalwart actresses, in Milwood (Lillo’s George 
Barnwell), let themselves be disarmed, almost without a struggle, 
she rushed past Trueman, and made her way up to Thorowgood, 
before Trueman could hold her back. 

It is clear that her technique came easily to her. Her 
genius had not, like Irving’s, to chip a laborious way through 
a sheath of personal inaptitudes. 

Her special magic lay in bits of dumb show, neither set 
down in the text nor in marginal directions. In the Trial, in 
King Henry the Eighth , the way in which, as Queen Katharine, 
she waved aside Cardinal Campeius, and more directly addressed 
herself to Cardinal Wolsey, made the most memorable moment 
of the scene. Similarly, Leigh Hunt noted as the best thing 
in The Grecian Daughter a something out of it which occurred 
when the heroine had obtained for her imprisoned father un¬ 
expected assistance from the guard, Philotas. “Transported 
with gratitude, but having nothing from the poet to give 
expression to her feelings, she starts with extended arms and 
casts herself in mute prostration at his feet.” For action so 
impulsive no one could imagine any rehearsal, and we read of 
a feeling akin to consternation, on the part of the audience, 
that such marvellous power in the expression of emotion should 
be only acting. 

The words of a dramatist do not supply an actor with much 
more than half of what he expresses. He has to add to the 
words colour, light and shade, life. Some people jeer at the 
proposition that the actor creates. He no more creates a 
character, say they, than a pianist creates Beethoven’s Moonlight 
Sonata. These people are, in a shallow sense, right. In a 
profounder sense, they are quite wrong. To their contention 
Fleeming Jenkin made the best possible reply, when he wrote:— 
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“ Let any reader who thinks that there is some one Hamlet, 
Shakespeare’s Hamlet, who could only speak the speech in one 
attitude, with one set of tones—open the book, and in the 
solitude of his chamber try first to find out the emotions which 
Shakespeare meant his Hamlet to feel, and then try to express 
those emotions in tones which would indicate them to others. 
If honest and clever, he will find out after half an hour’s study 
how little the author has done for the actor, how much the 
actor is called upon to do for the author.” 1 

From a copy of Macbeth annotated with MS. marginalia, 
I find Professor George Joseph Bell going still farther. “ Mrs. 
Siddons,” he wrote, “is not before an audience. Her mind 
wrought up in high conception of her part—her eyes never 
wandering—never for a moment idle—passion and sentiment 
continually betraying themselves. Pier words are the accom¬ 
paniments of her thoughts, scarcely necessary you would 
imagine to the expression, but highly raising it and giving the 
full force of poetical effect.” 

Mrs. Siddons played without insisting overmuch upon her 
own r61e. In any episode of strong action (like the duel between 
Lothario and Altamont, in Rowe’s Fair Penitent) where she 
was not immediately concerned, she would efface herself. Her 
capacity to evolve for every character its characteristic manners 
totally preserved her work from that melancholy accompani¬ 
ment of all but the best-imagined acting, inappropriate business. 
Nor was she ever known to be trivial, or too detailed, in 
conditions that demanded exaltation, and oblivion of small 
surroundings. 

“ No trap, no lure for mean applause is laid; 

No start, no languish to the Pit is paid,” 

wrote one of the many tributary poeticules, and to the extra¬ 
ordinary single-mindedness of her acting those best qualified to 
judge, viz. her fellow-actors, bore witness. Charles Young 
sounded this noble characteristic when he said, “She never 
indulged in imagination at the expense of truth.” The word, 
truth, seemed spontaneously to leap up whenever adequate 
observers described her art. It fulfilled Plato’s immortal 
definition of beauty as the splendour of truth. 

1 Papers, Literary, Scientific, etc., by Fleeming Jenkin, i. 46, 1887. 
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Lady Charlotte Bury was told, in conversation, of how 
John Brown, the painter, had asked Mrs. Siddons whether she 
thought it necessary, in order to produce an effect on the 
audience, that a part should be acted above the truth of nature. 
Her reply—as it filtered through three reporters—was as follows : 
“ No, Sir, but undoubtedly up to nature in her highest colours ; 
otherwise, except we performed to audiences composed of such 
persons as I have now the honour to be conversing with, the 
effect would not be bold enough in the boxes, nor even in the 
pit But to you, Sir, who are a painter, a judge of paintings, I 
need not explain myself more particularly on this point.” 

Because her own personality was simple, Mrs. Siddons was 
able to give to each of her impersonations an extraordinary 
unity of design, and this we may take to have been the root 
quality of every new triumph she made. The parts of the 
character were subordinated to the whole, and every action and 
gesture was related to one single mainspring of feeling. This 
did not make for a variegated style, but it led, most emphatic¬ 
ally, to intense and convincing effects. 

We find a score of testimonies to a point which, after all, 
counts for less than an unversed spectator might imagine, viz. 
the copious tears shed by her. Shakespeare was too familiar 
with the histrionic temperament to set much store by the fact 
that the stroller in Hamlet wept, and turned pale, for Hecuba. 
Tom Davies mentions that, in the critical act of The Fair 
Penitent , Mrs. Siddons’s increasing pallor was seen through her 
rouge. Once, at least, in her Active agitation, as Arpasia, in 
Rowe’s Tamerlane , she fainted in earnest, which caused ‘ a rush 
from the pit and boxes to enquire for her.’ Miss Kelly, in the 
dramatic ‘Recollections’ she gave, in 1833, at the Strand 
Theatre, told how when Mrs. Siddons, as Constance, used to 
weep over her (as Arthur) her collar was always wet with tears. 
Mrs. Siddons was struck by her own facility for crying being 
greater on some nights than on others. This appears from a 
letter written by her, and first printed in Payne Collier’s An Old 
Man's Diary :—■ 

“ x Nov, 1805 

“To speak sincerely, and as it were to myself, making my 
own confession, I never played more to my own satisfaction 
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than last night in Belvidera: if I may so say, it was hardly 
acting, it seemed to me, and I believe to the audience, almost 
reality; and I can assure you that in one of my scenes with my 
brother John, who was the Jaffier of the night (a part of which 
he is not very fond), the real tears f coursed one another down 
my innocent nose' so abundantly that my handkerchief was 
quite wet with them when I got off the stage. ... I never was 
more applauded in Belvidera certainly; though, of course, as a 
piece of mere acting, it is not at all equal to my ‘ Lady 5 [Macbeth]. 
Belvidera, I assure you again, was hardly acting last night: I 
felt every word as if I were the real person, and not the 
representative.” 

As is the way with great actors, Mrs. Sidclons, in almost 
every part, gave special vitality to some one line, which stamped 
it for ever, while, for the playgoer, all surrounding recollections 
might have faded. Frederick Reynolds speaks of three separate 
lines she made thrillingly impressive— 

in Venice Preserved , 

“Was it a miserable day?” 

in The Mourning Bride , 

“No—not the Princess’ self,” 

and, in King Henry the Eighth , the widely famed 

“ Lord cardinal,— 

To you I speak.” 

Mrs. Trench, the mother of the Archbishop of Dublin, 
enthusiastically recorded the magical manner in which, in a 
play whose title, plot, and characters were all forgotten, the 
great actress said, to a servant who had betrayed her, 

“There’s gold for thee; but see my face no more.” 

Some of these instances give an idea of the power Mrs. 
Siddons must have possessed of vivifying what was in itself life¬ 
less. The power of a true inflection of voice is incalculable, and 
(as those blessed with oral memory best remember) all the 
picturesque detail in the world does not move an audience like 
one sentence, or one cry, given with the right intonation. 

Another convincing proof of her grip over the house is the 
witness we find to her power of preventing the emergence of 
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any chance ludicrous impression in tragedy. Of a scene in 
Congreve’s Zara, for instance, Tom Davies writes:— 

“The expressions of anger and resentment, in the captive 
queen, seldom fail to excite laughter. Mrs. Porter, who was 
deservedly admired in Zara, and Mrs. Pritchard, her successor 
in that part, could not, with all their skill, prevent the risibility 
of the audience in this interview. Mrs. Siddons alone pre¬ 
serves the dignity and truth of character, unmixed with any 
incitement to mirth, from the countenance, expression, or 
action.” 

We read that Clairon, when she advanced to the footlights, 
could, by the blaze of her eyes, make the (then standing) pit 
recoil several feet, but, certainly, no other English actress can 
ever have had such a genius for sheer looking as Sarah Siddons. 
The movements of her eyes anticipated her words, and made a 
dramatic pause more speaking than the sentence that followed 
it. No one ever knew better than she how to interpret the 
silences of Shakespeare. 

Her artistic pauses of suspense and for the isolation of 
weighty words were not identical with the more utilitarian pauses 
she partly made, partly was given by the enthusiastic house, at 
the end of crescendo efforts. Six years after she left Bath, she 
asked Whalley, who had spent the greater part of the inter¬ 
vening time on the Continent, whether he thought her acting 
had improved in the interval. lie replied in the affirmative, 
but added (greatly daring) that he regretted to observe she 
had acquired a stage trick of pausing after certain sentences, 
to receive the expected applause. In London, throughout the 
long sequence of years during which she was the idol of fashion, 
she used definitely to rely upon these interruptions, for rest^and 
restoration. “ Acting Isabella, for instance,” said she, “ out 
of London, is double fatigue; there the loud and long applause 
at the great points and striking situations invigorated the 
system, and the time it occupied recruited the health and 
nerve.” 

In spite of Lady Macbeth, one cannot help imagining 
that, in wicked characters, Mrs. Siddons must have suffered 
(in the stage sense) from her own personality. It is hard to 
believe that she was ever as criminal as Mme Bernhardt is 
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in Phedre. In Lady Macbeth, it is noteworthy that she 
made— 

£t Had he not resembled 
My father as he slept I had done ’t,” 

by the exquisite feeling she put into it, one of the great 
points in the drama. 

It is clear that the simplicity of Mrs. Siddons was different, 
in kind, from that of the Garrick school. The question that 
remains for the student of the historical stage is whether, to a 
modem audience, her effects would not have appeared effects 
of harsh, melodramatic brilliancy and gigantic, over-emphasised 
shadow—though, after all that has been cited, the suspicion of 
any unnaturalness seems a treason. We know that, in theatrical 
appreciation, fashions change. As to the staginess of John 
Kemble, condemned even by his contemporaries, there can 
be no question. We know, moreover, that the family ideal 
was classic, and a reaction from the flexible impressionism 
of Garrick and his followers. In her Record of a Girlhood\ 
Mrs. Kemble states what the family ideal was— 

“. . .A noble ideal beauty was what we were taught to 
consider the proper object and result of all art. In their 
especial vocation this tendency caused my family to be 
accused of formalism and artificial pedantry; and the so- 
called ‘ classical ’ school of acting, to which they belonged, 
has frequently since their time been unfavourably compared 
with what, by way of contrast, has been termed the realistic 
or natural style of art.” 

In Mrs. Siddons’s own day there was a minority who 
dissented from the general laudations of her naturalness. One 
who belonged to this minority was Abraham Hayward’s ‘ Lady 
of Quality,’ Miss Wynn. She wrote:— 

“ Mrs. Siddons in her prime is certainly a bright recollection, 
but I did not feel for her acting quite the enthusiasm that 
most people profess. It was too artificial for my taste: her 
attitudes were fine and graceful, but they always seemed to 
me the result of study.” 

Such criticisms as this must be taken into consideration. 
On the other hand, we may remember Mrs. Clive’s ringing 
verdict that her acting was ‘ all truth and daylight,’ a judgment 
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particularly weighty, as proceeding from a woman of stron 
understanding, who had herself been a princess among tfc 
impressionists. We have to separate the ranting contemporar 
tragedies in which Mrs. Sidclons played from herself and he 
method of playing them. We may also bear in mind that tfc 
too familiar anecdotes of her stilted phraseology in everyda 
life are not proofs of her having been stagy in the theatre. 

The balance of probability inclines one to think that tfc 
greatness of her imagination irradiated a conception an 
method which, in the hands of a player endowed merely wit 
talent, would have lacked power to represent the variety an 
play of life. We might, perhaps, venture so far as to thin 
that, great tragic actress as Mrs. Siddons was, she might ha\ 
been, in her tragedy, still greater if, in her personality, she ha 
possessed a few grains more of humour and of comedy. Stag 
tragedy which rarely admits even irony to temper it is, < 
necessity, perilously far removed from the natural world ov« 
which God’s good sun shines. But here, again, genius such £ 
Mrs. Siddons’s, like nature itself, harmonises contradiction 
and makes whatever it does seem right. While her audience 
gazed at her, they felt greatness, as, in our day, we felt grea 
ness in Henry Irving. 

Fire is the quality that distinguishes the great from tl 
merely good player, and it was this in Mrs. Siddons whic 
raised her acting far above Kemble’s. With her, howev< 
elaborate her previous study, it was always, in the result, pain 
concealing, thanks to her unfailing capacity for momenta! 
fire. Hers was not the kind of nature that wastes its nervoi 
force over afterthoughts and uncertainties. We have too litt 
record as to how she accepted suggestions from authoritatn 
outsiders. We know that when Sheridan, her Manager, trie 
to make her alter her action of setting down the candlestic 
in the sleep-walking scene, she was obdurate. We are left 1 
believe that she principally relied on herself in matters th; 
belonged to her own scope. 

It is well worth noticing that her art bore two fruitage 
The first was the expression of what Boaden terms ‘ gent 
domestic woe,’ the second was the expression of earth-shakir 
Shakespearean characters, Constance and Lady Macbet 
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mellowing, more and more, as her physique altered, into Queen 
Katharine and Volumnia. We have it from Horace Walpole 
that when, during her earlier period, she was asked to play 
Lady Macbeth and Glover’s Medea, she replied, f No, she did 
not look on them as female characters.’ 

The Ettrick Shepherd, in apology for the defective plots 
of his stories, represented himself saying to Scott, “Dear 
Mr. Scott, a man canna do the thing that he canna do.” In 
the case of a woman it is much the same. The misfortune is 
that, by some malice of their lutins, both men and women 
appear impelled to do, for their own gratification, not the thing 
they can, but the thing they ( canna.’ And thus Mrs. Siddons 
too long remained unpersuaded as to her inferiority in comedy. 
No outsider was influential enough to limit her Rosalind and 
Lady Restless to theatres outside London, as Rachel’s advisers 
limited her Celim&ne to theatres outside Paris. 

Mrs. Siddons’s was an age of genuinely comic actresses. 
The names of Abington, Farren, and Jordan recall a trio of 
comedy queens, variously gifted. To many persons, including 
the present writer, perfect comedy acting appears a higher and 
maturer thing than the finest tragedy. Tragedy acting is 
emotional, whereas comedy must be intellectual. But the 
actor has never lived who was equally great in both. Garrick, 
in all probability, was at his best when he did not go deep 
below the surface. His expression in Garrick between Tragedy 
and Comedy leaves no doubt as to what so keen an observer as 
Reynolds deemed his stronger gift. 

Mrs. Siddons’s comedy always appeared forced. It was a 
conscious unbending, as though Thalia were Melpomene’s 
schoolgirl sister. The idea of Mrs. Siddons acting, as she did, 
Mrs. Riot in a trivial burlesque like Garrick’s Lethe is unseemly, 
and even shocking. “ Who,” said a gentleman, speaking of 
this to Lady Charlotte Campbell, “ would have wished to see 
Sir Isaac Newton auditing the accounts of the mint? or who 
would enter into the enjoyments of a catch or a glee sung by 
Lord Chief Justice Mansfield; or a solo on the German flute 
by the King of Prussia ; or a fandango danced by the Empress 
of Russia ? ” 

It must be easier to act tragedy than comedy. Macbeth 
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almost acts itself, and it was Macready’s pet remark that 
actor ever failed as Hamlet; but to act Lady Teazle, or M 
Millamant, delicate judgment, vivacity, and breeding are 
quired. Mrs. Siddons had not the sprightlincss, or natu 
gaiety of disposition, that is indispensable for success in comei 
nor did she possess the great comedy c gift of pace ’ on wh: 
Miss Ellen Terry, in her Autobiography, laid so much stress. 

Had she been a good comedian she would have made 
more competent woman of society, where all expression 
high comedy. She lacked the necessary versatility. At drur 
she was apt to remain heavily silent. Witness Campbe 
account of her, at a reception in Paris, in 1814, standing, : 
some noticeable length of time, mumchance beside the Duke 
Wellington, ‘after a first mutual recognizance.’ She was gra 
by nature. Her temperament was a tragedy temperame 
her face a tragedy face. 

We read that she could, ‘in her slow way,’ tell laughal 
stories laughably, or, even (having first ‘ ordered the parlour-dc 
to be made fast ’), give the speeches of Sir Anthony Absolute 
as to convulse a family party; and that she was not withe 
a limited, unrejoicing sense of humour is further demonstrat 
by passages in her correspondence, as, for instance, the lo 
description she gives of the woman who, in August 1782, ro 
in the stage coach with her, from Bath to Weymouth, of whi 
this sentence is a sample: “ Pier neck, which was a thin scr 
of a quarter of a yard long, and the colour of a walnut, s 
wore uncovered for the solace of all beholders.” To this ' 
may candidly prefer Campbell’s assurance that Mrs. Siddc 
was not too vain or solemn to join in the general laugh 
herself when, in a dismal tragedy, having to make an arde 
exit with a baby in her arms, she set a precedent for Tf 
Slowboy by knocking the baby’s wooden head—and with 
resounding thud—against the doorpost. 















VII 


SOME EARLY PARTS 

A NY ONE who has inherited that whitish elephant, an 
eighteenth century library, must have been struck by 
the extent to which its play-books outnumber its novels. 
In Mrs. Siddons’s day, every play that ran nine nights appeared, 
shortly afterwards, in book form. “ The crowd at a manager’s 
door electrically acts upon a publisher’s,” wrote an anxious— 
and successful—dramatist, Mrs. Inclibald. An unacted tragedy 
was never bought. Evidently, there was no demand for a 
drama for mental performance only, though Byron thought 
there was room for something of the kind, and Scott wrote, in 
a letter to Allan Cunningham, “We certainly do not always 
read with the greatest pleasure those plays which act best.” 

A century and one or two decades ago, at Drury Lane or 
Co vent Garden, an author received £$■$, 6s. fid. for the first 
nine nights of his play, with the further agreement that, if the 
play failed to bring ^200 a night, the proprietors were at liberty 
to withdraw it. ‘ Acting rights ’ were, as yet, inchoate and ill- 
defined. 

If, throughout Mrs. Siddons’s life, she had acted in none but 
Shakespeare’s plays, it would be possible to write of her inter¬ 
pretation of women, her delivery of lines, her c business ’ in 
scenes, with a hope of being readable; if, even, her non- 
Shakespearean parts had been as near actuality as those of 
Mr. Barrie, Mr. Galsworthy, and Mr. Bernard Shaw, the com¬ 
mentator would still be able to call up characters possessing 
something that may fairly be termed momentum. But the 
tongues of angels would hardly avail to arouse curiosity con¬ 
cerning either Congreve’s Zara (The Mourning Bride ) or Aaron 
Hill’s Zara (Zara, adapted from Voltaire’s c Zaire'}, still less. 
6 
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concerning two characters whose names are so bewilderingly 
alike as Arpasia (Rowe’s Tamerlane ) and Euphrasia (Murphy’s 
Grecian Daughter). What is remarkable is that our, in other 
directions, level-headed ancestors should have cared to see 
even Mrs. Siddons, ‘every week,’ 1 in one of these simulacra of 
classicality, when, nowadays, such solid antiques as Julius 
Caesar, Cleopatra, Nero, and Ulysses require, to bring houses, 
the utmost aid from Mr. Joseph Harker, Mr. Percy Macquoid, 
and the machinist. 

Not counting Hull, four of Mrs. Siddons’s five first season 
authors were already classics, viz. Southernc, Otway, Congreve, 
and Rowe, and their heroines stock characters. Murphy, alone, 
was contemporary with the actress, and no one, then or now, 
could hopefully contend that his Grecian Daughter was com¬ 
parable to the work of the elder men. As eighteenth century 
acting greatened to Garrick and Siddons, eighteenth century 
tragedy proportionately deteriorated. 

Next to Southerne’s Isabella, there was no part in Mrs. 
Siddons’s repertory she made more impressive than Belvidera in 
Otway’s Venice Preserved. Not only did the ultra-susceptible 
Anna Seward’s tears fall ‘ in full and ceaseless streams ’ over 
this ‘soul-harrowing’ impersonation; it drew half-stifled sobs 
from all London. When, in 1786, Mrs. Siddons made a single 
and ‘complimentary’ appearance at Covent Garden (with the 
pit at box prices) for the benefit of the widow of Henderson— 
untimely cut off four months earlier—it was on Belvidera she 
relied to attract a packed and profitable house. One of the 
longest female parts in English drama, it would be hard to find 
another so opulent—as actors say, so juicy—for a competent 
representative. Elizabeth Barry, Susanna Cibber, and Anne 
Barry had, each in turn, made a chef d’'oeuvre of Belvidera. 

The central idea—the donnde of Venice Preserved is, it may 
be remembered, the shame and downfall brought upon an 
originally noble nature, by excessive uxoriousness—a unique 
theme, as far as I know, in acting drama. Belvidcra’s husband, 
Jaffier, engages, for her sake, in a murderous conspiracy against 
the Venetian senate, of which her unfatherly father is a member. 

1 and cried their ‘ eyes out every time ’—Horace Walpole to Mason, December 7th, 

1782. 
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A few hours later, Jaffier, yielding to her importunities, betrays 
his accomplices, among whom is his close friend, Pierre. The 
finest scene in the play is the dialogue, on Pierre’s scaffold, 
between these two men. 

Since the days of Dick Minim, Johnson’s Critic who blamed 
Otway ‘for making a conspirator his hero,’ opinions on the 
character of Belvidera have differed. Roden Noel considered 
her ‘own sister to Cordelia, Imogen, Desdemona.’ Walter Scott 
believed she had rightly drawn more tears than Juliet. Lord 
Byron, who described himself as, elsewhere, a great admirer of 
Otway, styled Belvidera (and the fact that she was an imaginary 
character may, perhaps, excuse the quotation of his energetic 
phraseology) “ that maudlin bitch of chaste lewdness and 
blubbering curiosity whom I utterly despise, abhor, and 
detest.” 

It may be noted that Mrs. Siddons’s fame for pathos is 
founded on parts outside Shakespeare. In Venice Preserved , the 
three speeches, all of the briefest, she wrote in letters of fire, 
were ‘ O, thou unkind one!’ when Jaffier makes her a hostage 
for his good faith with the conspirators, ‘ My father! ’ when she 
learns the purpose and extent of the conspiracy—into these 
words which she repeated, from Jaffier’s ‘To kill thy father,’ 
she put a horror that chilled the blood—and, finally, the much- 
praised ‘ Remember twelve! ’ when she is hoping, by wifely 
tenderness, to undermine her husband’s oath. 

With her superlative power of self-excitation, splendid 
presence, and a face malleable to every development of 
Otway’s story, she was, one can entirely believe, ‘ electrifying/ 
as Boaden says, at the moment when Jaffier (in remorse at 
having betrayed Pierre) threatens to stab her, and she springs 
into his arms, with 

“Now then, kill me!” 

In Otway’s The Orphan , she played the character in which 
the whole interest centres. In this drama of a wronged wife, 
painful and ‘unpleasant’ though it is, she found a part more 
truly sympathetic to her personality than Belvidera. It was, 
from the theatrical standpoint, less effective, and, moreover, the 
action of The Orphan suffers from that gravest of dramatic 
faults, inadequate causation. Yet an actress could hardly hope 
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for lovelier lines, outside Shakespeare, than occur in Monimia’s 
dying scene— 

“I’m here; who calls me? 

Methought I heard a voice 
Sweet as the shepherd’s pipe upon the mountains, 

When all his little flock’s at feed before him. 

When I’m laid low i’ the grave, and quite forgotten, 

Mayst thou be happy in a fairer bride ! 

But none can ever love thee like Monimia. 

When I am dead,—as presently I shall be, 

For the grim tyrant grasps my heart already,— 

Spealc well of me; and if thou find ill tongues 
Too busy with my fame, don’t hear me wronged ; 

’Twill be a noble justice to the memory 

Of a poor wretch once honoured wiLh thy love. 

How my head swims !—’tis very dark. Good-night ! ” 

It was not in Otway, but in Congreve, that Dr. Johnson, 
when giving his better judgment one of its recurrent holidays, 
discovered the c paragraph ’ he declared superior to any other 
descriptive passage in English poetry. To modern readers, 
Congreve stands for the creator of, in one sense, the purest 
comedy that exists, the mordant comedy, and, in spite of Lamb’s 
plea, the grim, real comedy, of Lady Wishfort and Witwoud and 
Millamant, while we regard his one tragedy as uninspired and 
negligible. Yet it is worth remembering that The Mourning- 
Bride contains, in addition to Johnson’s piece about the cathedral, 
one of the best-known couplets in English drama-—and never 
was couplet better adapted to an explosive exit, viz.— 

“Heav’n has no rage like love to hatred turn’d, 

Nor Hell a fury like a woman scorn’d,” 

and, moreover, opens with one of the most hackneyed lines in 
poetry, 

“Music has charms to soothe a savage breast.” 

All through, there is no penury of ideas in The Mourning 
Bride , and with Zara, the more vehement of its two female 
characters, executed in the grand style of Mrs. Siddons, 
without puny graces or small originalities, it was, to the 
taste of our great-grandsires, an impressive performance. In 
reading the play, the captive Moorish queen appears merely 
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a tigress; Mrs. Siddons, at least, made her a magnificent 
tigress. Godwin told Campbell it was worth a day’s journey to 
see her walk down the stage in The Mourning Bride. In the last 
scene, Zara makes away with herself by means of ‘ the bowl,’ and 
here Mrs. Siddons went in for painful physical realism—as she 
also did in the fifth act of Jane Shore. No previous actress 
had thrown such variety into death. Some one who saw her 
Zara in Dublin wrote, naively, but convincingly, as follows:— 

“ Her resolution of mind visible on drinking the poison, at 
the same time the natural antipathy she showed to it, was 
strikingly just; but the apparent working of the deadly draught 
was beyond any representation I ever beheld; at that moment 
I quite forgot the exalted soul of the beautiful Zara, and could 
only feel for the agony and torture under which a fellow- 
creature suffered.” 

On Mrs. Siddons’s other Zara there seems no need to dwell, 
beyond observing that it argues more vitality and inspiration 
than words can say on the part of Mrs. Cibber, Spranger 
Barry, Garrick, and Mrs. Siddons that they, each in turn, made 
so dull an affair as Hill’s adaptation from Voltaire seem puissant 
and alive. “ A great actor,” said Mme de Stael, speaking, 
particularly, of Talma, “becomes, by his accents and his 
physiognomy, the second author of his parts.” Far more than 
apparent authorship—which an actor of later eighteenth century 
drama might reasonably have repudiated—was done for Zara 
by the artists just mentioned. By the splendour of their own 
imagination, they hypnotised the audience into taking a piece 
of green cheese for the moon. 

Another of Mrs. Siddons’s earlier dramatists was Nicholas 
Rowe, who, while beneath the great how far, quite under¬ 
stood the trick of the scene, the science des planches. Of the 
six inherited stock characters of Mrs. Siddons’s first season, 
Isabella (Southerne’s), Belvidera, Monimia, Zara, Calista, and 
Jane Shore, a person of to-day would, in all probability, choose 
to see Rowe’s Jane Shore. We should know, beforehand, some¬ 
thing about the lady. Glamour invests the name of every 
king’s mistress, world without end. 

Rowe’s play, which still, in 1909, holds the stage, in the 
provinces, contains effective scenes and some clever characterisa- 
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tion. The only part that lacks the smallest relief is ‘ Glo’ster,’ 
and he is such unadulterated transpontine Crookback that one 
might imagine Rowe had never studied the rich arpeggio passages 
of intellectuality and irony whereby Shakespeare created a man 
in him. 

Mrs. Siddons did tremendous things with Jane Shore. The 
scene opens when the protagonist is no longer Edward v’s 
pretty Jane, but poor Jane, as the epilogue, with an epilogue’s 
customary contemptuousness, names her, of the Ricardian dis¬ 
pensation. Only an original actress could redeem the long- 
drawn whimpering of the part, as it stands in the Works of 
Rowe. One of its best touches—‘a little burst of genius’—is 
where Jane Shore flames up in a blessing upon Hastings, who, 
while he persecutes her, defends and protects the late king’s 
children. But for this generous episode, Mrs. Siddons had to 
throw all the variety she could into the monotonous part of 
an outlawed Magdalen, knocking at unopening doors, ragged 
and famished, till, at last, she was called upon to assume the 
pinched face and dead voice of a human being, perishing from 
hunger upon the cobbles of the streets. Here, “ she excited,” 
says Miss Wynn, “ that deep thrill of horror which made my 
blood tingle at my fingers’ end.” In connection with the same 
scene, another eye-witness gives a vivid impression of how Mrs. 
Siddons, like every artist capable of intense and self-forgetting 
ideas, could, at times, 1 make a complete sacrifice of beauty to 
realism, i.e. fidelity to nature. From the moment of Jane 
Shore’s outlawry, says this anonymous lady writer :— 

“Mrs. Siddons ceases to excite pleasure by her appearance. 
I absolutely thought her the creature perishing through want, 
‘fainting from loss of food’;—shocked at the sight, I could not 
avoid turning from the suffering object; I was disgusted at the 
idea, that an event affecting our mortal frame only, should be 
capable of producing greater misery than the most poignant 
anguish of the mind.” 

Speaking of Mrs. Siddons’s Calista, in The Fair Penitent 
(Rowe’s disimprovement of Massinger’s The Fatal Dowry), one 
of her devotees said it would be worth sitting out the piece for 
her scene with Horatio, in order to see ‘ such a splendid animal 
1 As, again, in the part of Volumnia. See Young’s statement, p. 130, 
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in such a magnificent rage.’ This was the part Miss Seward 
described to Whalley as the most wonderful in Mrs. Siddons’s 
repertory, because of its { conflicting and sublime variety of 
passions.’ Certainly, it remained a safe card onwards from 
the first season to a comparatively late date. 1 

Turning from these comparatively classic tragedies to some 
more recently, and some contemporaneously written, let us 
see what Mrs. Sidclons made of Murphy’s Grecian Daughter 
(originally produced in 1772) and a few others of less mark, 
before examining the records of her handling of a celebrated 
part, Lady Randolph, in Home’s Douglas. Again omitting 
the heroine of Hull's Fatal Interview , not one of the 
characters she played during her first season was ‘created’ 
by her, in the technical sense of having owed to her its 
original impersonation in London. 

The part of Euphrasia, in The Grecian Daughter , was, as 
we have seen, familiar to her before she came back to London, 
and, since she desired to make her first night’s appearance in 
it, no doubt it was the role in which she most ‘fancied’ 
herself. Murphy’s tragedy is founded on the familiar legend 
of the Grecian daughter, whose starving father became her 
nursling, in that (her baby having been torn from her 
breast by the tyrant who made the old man captive) she fed 
him as she would have fed the infant—a situation which, 
even in description, would seem to call for deft stage guidance 
to steer it clear of absurdity. Nevertheless, though the tragedy 
is unoriginal in style and unveracious in feeling, it must be 
believed that it made, in its time, a good stage play. Murphy 
was a member of Garrick’s Drury Lane company, and, other 
things being equal, an actor—take Shakespeare or Moli&re as 
instances!—produces better stage plays than a merely literary 
person, even be he a Browning or a Tennyson, owing to his 
closer acquaintance with the stagecraft side of drama. 

“Wild with her grief, and terrible with wrongs,’ 5 

as she describes herself, Euphrasia may well have been too strut¬ 
ting an Amazon, but we have seen that the part appealed to Mrs. 
Siddons, as all family sentiment so surely did. The character, 

1 I cannot find that Mrs. Siddons acted Calista later than October 22nd, 1805. 
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in its virtuous energy, suited her heroic mould, she seemed in 
it a Greek worthy of the Parthenon, and the force of her 
acting, idealising the nerveless stuff she had to utter, ‘en¬ 
chained ’ the Play-followers (to use a phrase of Foote’s) ‘ in a 
silent rapture only fearful of its own applause.’ It was 
unfortunate that Murphy should have required her to cry, 
after she has stabbed Dionysius, 

“Lo! there the wonders of Enphrasia’s arm,” 

and we can only suppose that the Play-followers were as 
destitute of humour as the author to let such a lino pass. 

After a severe course of imperial tragedy, it was only 
human in the playgoing public to welcome, with a sigh of 
relief, a drama of contemporary private life. On Novem¬ 
ber 22nd, 1783, early in her second season, Mrs. Siddons 
revived Moore’s The Gamester , acting, on that night, for the 
first time in London, with her brother, John, who played 
Beverley, the part Garrick had created. Mrs. Siddons was 
Mrs. Beverley, and now, and for the next twenty-nine years, 
she made the character the most thrilling and real of all her 
wifely parts, outside Shakespeare. Moore’s play was ultra- 
sad, but it contained a genuine idea, and the colloquial 
simplicity of its prose strengthened its effectiveness, after so 
many ‘Ye Gods!’ in the other tragedies. 

Mrs. Siddons’s art, commented on by all who ever saw 
her act, of heightening unimaginative language till it ‘ rose 
to touch the spheres,’ found great scope in The Gamester , and 
detached sentences from it, which seem, when read, bald and 
unconvincing, were lovingly quoted by ‘old playgoers,’ as 
having been the peculiar triumphs of her characterisation of 
the fond, conciliating, perfect wife. All acting should seem 
to be improvisation. Perhaps, in an ideal state, the two 
would count as one art. As Mrs. Beverley, Mrs. Siddons 
seemed to be improvising every syllable. I am reminded of 
how far it is from being the case that the finest piece makes 
the finest acting, when I reflect that the moment many ‘old 
playgoers’ would most wish to crystallise among their 
memories of Miss Ellen Terry’s playing is when, in W. G. 
Wills’s skilful, but, in itself, quite soulless adaptation of The 
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Vicar of Wakefield , she, as Olivia, stooped to wipe her little 
brother’s eyes. 

In The Gamester , the great moment, unassisted, unfettered 
by speech, came at the end, and, here, the widow’s stare of 
misery beside her gambler husband’s corpse was likened, by 
Leigh Hunt, to nothing less than ‘ the bewildered melancholy ’ 
of the same actress in the Macbeth sleep - walking scene. 
Macreadf s Reminiscences gives a detailed account of Mrs. 
Siddons’s Mrs. Beverley, for Macready had the advantage of 
playing Beverley to her Mrs. Beverley, for one night, at 
Newcastle, in 1812, when her sun was about to set, and his to 
rise. Of the last scene, he writes :— 

“Her glaring eyes were fixed in stony blankness on his 
\i.e. Beverley’s] face; the powers of life seemed suspended in 
her; her sister and Lewson gently raised her, and slowly led 
her unresisting from the body, her gaze never for an instant 
averted from it; when they reached the prison door she stopped, 
as if awakened from a trance, with a shriek of agony that would 
have pierced the hardest heart, and, rushing from them, 1 flung 
herself as if for union in death, on the prostrate form before 
her.” 

The perennial cry, ‘ Decline of the Drama,’ was active during 
the last quarter of the eighteenth century, ct pour cause . ‘ The 

Siddons’ had no Voltaire, as La Clairon had, to write her plays, 
and address letters of criticism and encouragement to her. 
With the possible exception of The Stranger , a play translated 
from the German, the novelties of her own day did little for her 
fame. 

It was inevitable that the literary-minded friend should, 
from the start, pester her with his manuscript tragedy, or with 
a precursory letter to say he had ‘ a tragedy in great forward¬ 
ness.’ Amateur authors are of two types, the one resembling 
the mountain in labour, the other as ludicrously oblivious of 
the fact that success connotes effort. It was harder for the 
pinnacled actress, the sister of Drury Lane’s Manager, to return 
what John Murray 11, in a letter to Byron, termed ‘a civil and 

1 Mrs. Siddons always instructed an inexperienced Jarvis (the old servant) to hold 
her tightly at this point, on account of her dramatic energy and great physical 
strength, 
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delicate declension ’ to applications from persons of the first type 
than to airy proposals of something in her way written while 
the author’s hair was dressing. 

Among personal acquaintances we have met already, who, 
at one time or another, aimed at the high preferment of Mrs. 
Siddons’s acceptance of their tragedies, was Bertie Greatheed, 
of Guy’s Cliffe, Esquire, Italianatc and Della Cruscan, the son 
of Mrs. Siddons’s padrona of long ago. Since the emergence of 
the Kemble sister and brother, they had revived, and strongly 
cemented, their relations with the gracious and hospitable 
owners of the historic retreat beside the Avon. 

Bertie Greatheed’s accepted tragedy, The Regent , was 
produced at a date—March 17th, 1788—that made its title, 
before all things,' topical.’ ‘ Excellent in parts,’ the piece had 
been written expressly for, and, it was said, under the presiding 
inspiration of, John Kemble. At any rate, Kemble was the 
Regent, and Mrs. Siddons was Dianora, the heroine. 

One of the characters, asked where the king was, replied— 

“ Within his tent, surrounded by a friend 
Or two” ! 

Gifford fell upon the play, in his customary style—horse and 
foot, artillery and camp-followers—but, even without Gifford, a 
tragedy that contained several such howlers was foredoomed. 
It crawled through two nights, and then, prompted by a 
gradually increasing buzz of inattention from boxes, pit, and 
galleries, Mrs. Siddons discreetly retired from her part, on the 
plea of indisposition. In those days, no one boggled at that 
ambiguous word, and the actress saved her friend, already 
banqueting at the Brown Bear, Bow Street, over a supposed 
success, the dismay of finding that his piece was being played 
to empty benches. Her indisposition, combining with the 
public’s, practically made an end of The Regent, though it was 
announced as held over till April 26th, and was, actually, played, 
in all, eight times. 1 

Whalley was another private friend, who ‘ landed ’ Mrs. 
Siddons with an impossible tragedy—the tragedy of a thorough- 
paced amateur. Following fashion’s romantic wave—ruined 
1 Genest mistakenly says (vi. 477) it was ‘acted but once’—April xst. 
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turrets and broken bridges were the rage in 1799—the piece 
was called The Castle of Montval, but its plot was already cut 
from under it by ‘ Monk 5 Lewis’s The Castle Spectre , recently 
successfully produced. 

In Whalley’s tragedy, a castle contains one room into which 
the owner, a Bluebeard II, forbids his bride, during his absence, 
to penetrate. Left alone, furnished with a bunch of keys, and 
hearing moans issuing from the forbidden chamber, the lady, 
accompanied, as far as the door, by a devoted seneschal, enters 
it. Within, she finds an incarcerated, venerable, and unexpected 
father-in-law, whom she greets with the not unnatural question, 
“ Are you the ghost? ” In conclusion, 

“ The hero raves, the heroine cries, 

All stab, and everybody dies.” 

Mrs. Siddons and John and Charles Kemble, the last- 
named already observed as a studious and improving young 
actor, did their utmost for Whalley's tragedy, but the wonder is 
that it lived eight nights. An exasperating custom prevailed 
on the part of Managers of advertising a mild failure, next day, 
as a success. It was partly from this cause that first night 
damnations became so violent. 

Mrs. Siddons’s impersonation of Lady Randolph, in Douglas, 
first undertaken by her on December 22nd, 1783, put the final 
seal on her reputation. In deciding to play this part she 
challenged the, as yet, definitively unconquered Mrs. Crawford, 
whose chief estate, almost whose monopoly, Lady Randolph 
had become. The direct contest was inevitable, and Mrs. 
Siddons was well advised in entering upon it when and how she 
did. On the whole, she triumphed. Mrs. Crawford had been a 
fine, impassioned Lady Randolph, but, wherever the acting or 
the two most differed, there, it was felt, Shakespeare’s standard 
and test of dramatic art, the modesty of nature, declared for 
Mrs. Siddons. 

Among the historic sentences of the stage, comparable with 
Henderson’s 

“The fair Ophelia!” 


“Lord cardinal,— 
To you I speak,” 


and Mrs. Siddons’s 
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old playgoers counted Mrs. Crawford’s 

“Was he alive?” 

when, as Lady Randolph, she listened to the prisoner’s account 
of the adventure to which her lost, and, as yet, unrecovered, son 
had been, in infancy, subjected. Mrs. Crawford shrieked “ Was 
he alive?” on an irresistible maternal impulse, and Bannister says 
he once saw half the pit start to its feet at her c heart-gushing ’ 
cry. Mrs. Siddons took the sentence in a different key. She 
remembered that Lady Randolph was bound not to reveal her¬ 
self as the boy’s mother, and such secrecy had become habitual. 
“Was he alive?” she murmured, in a half-annihilated tone, as 
when the heart stands still, and one speaks what one feels, not 
what one ought to say. Her question was (to Home’s credit) a 
profound representation of instinct, thinking aloud, for Lady 
Randolph does not seriously believe Old Norval’s assurance— 

“lie was,” 

since she instantly hurls back— 

“Inhuman that thou art! 

How could’st thou kill what waves and tempests spared?” 

so proving that the inquiry could not have been, as Mrs. 
Crawford interpreted it, the sudden, rushing need to inform 
herself of his safety. Furthermore, Mrs. Siddons’s faint articu¬ 
lation of 

“Was he alive?” 

suggested that Lady Randolph’s long endurance, its agony 
intensified by the details of her child’s perils, just listened to 
in the shepherd’s story, was at last at breaking-point. Here, 
as elsewhere, her acting was truthfully imagined, though, by 
those who, still, held by Mrs. Crawford’s, her rendition of the 
part was, naturally, censured. Her ‘ starts and stares ’ were 
objected to, and so was the motion of her head, ‘ which seems 
to dance upon elastic wire, like that of Punch’s antic Queen.’ 

On what principle did Mrs. Siddons accept or reject dramatic 
parts ? She very properly avoided characters in which there 
was what Garrick called ‘ a lofty disregard of nature,’ but she 
believed, as she told the inquiring ‘ Lady L’ [ucan ?] that, if a 
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part seemed at all within nature, something might be made out 
of it. Where there was opportunity for genuine passion, she 
knew she could grip the house, though here something might 
have to be set in stronger relief than the author had indicated, 
and there, something slurred or deleted. A great player 
creates, in part, by selection. The degree of skill in selection— 
which means the envisagement, the general handling of the 
part—largely determines the player's rank as an artist. 

We picture Mrs. Siddons running her eye down the pages 
of a new tragedy, and, gradually, losing herself in the state of 
exaltation actors induce at will, the ever-renewed power to 
adopt an imaginary personality, and relinquish, for the passing 
hour, their own. As every writer on the histrionic temperament 
has pointed out since Diderot published his ‘ Paradoxes the 
player’s art is representation, not identification, and, indeed, 
the simple fact that nothing on the stage is carried to a legiti¬ 
mate conclusion, that the slain Hamlet does not really die, nor 
the distraught Ophelia drift across the footlights, proves that 
the player only plays the part. Since, broadly speaking, his 
effects depend on his being (like ice) at the same time melting 
and cold, the first measure of his greatness as an artist is his 
impressibility, the second, his control over it. Not only actors, 
but painters, sculptors, writers, are in a tale here. What 
that much misused phrase, the Artistic Temperament, rightly 
means is the gift all these people possess to enter into, and 
reproduce feeling other than their own. It is mental, in 
contradistinction to moral, sympathy that makes the artist. 

“ Cest un certain temperament de bon sens et de chaleur qni 
fait Pacteur sublimed 

Yet the nobler and more imaginative the player, the more 
intensely does he recast his own individuality, and pour himself, 
mind and body, into moulds not his. Brief though such im¬ 
personations are, it is impossible—in spite of Diderot—not to 
believe that, little by little, they impair the original tissue, and 
leave the player, by dint of becoming many, something less 
than one. The slightness of the extent to which this dis¬ 
integrative process operated in the case of Mrs. Siddons is one 
of the most remarkable facts about her psychological history. 
She maintained, behind her many parts, a particularly definite 
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individuality, literal and unafHuent it is true, but grappling 
with what hooks she had (as Johnson said of Baretti) very 
forcibly. When, early in her first season, Lord Carlisle carried 
her what Walpole calls ‘ the tribute-money 5 from Brooks’s 
he said she was not mantirde enough. Alone among actresses 
she was nothing of an actress off the stage. 




VIII 


HER STARRING EXPERIENCES 

J OHN KEMBLE was acting, with distinguished applause, 
in Dublin, and mixing there in the best society, through¬ 
out Mrs. Siddons’s triumphant first winter in London. At 
a dinner in the apartments of Walpole’s friend, Captain Jephson, 
the playwright equerry, in Dublin Castle, Lord Inchiquin 
gave as a toast ‘ the matchless Sicldons,’ and, drawing from 
his finger a ring, containing her portrait, set in diamonds, sent 
it on a salver to Mr. Kemble, to desire his opinion of the 
likeness. Where this was the preparative tone in dominant 
circles, a starring visit was markedly ‘ indicated.’ 

Early in June, 1783, Mrs. Siddons, accompanied by Mr. 
Siddons as her natural protector; William Brereton as a 
‘ First Serious ’ subsidiary to Kemble; Francis Aickin, in¬ 
valuable in such parts as needed to be ‘ manly, polite, earnest, 
and sensible ’ ; and one of her sisters, as her private and stage 
confidante, crossed the Irish Channel. It was the first time 
she had set foot on the sliding sea. “I never felt the majesty 
of the Divine Creator so fully before. I was dreadfully sick,” 
she wrote to Whalley, and, on the strength of her single 
experience, proceeded to give her friend f a little wholesome 
advice’ against a similar capitulation. “ A11ways (you see 
1 have forgot to spell) go to bed the instant you go on board, 
for by lying horizontally, and keeping very quiet, you cheat 
the sea of half its influence.” 

Her sufferings were not ended on her reaching the Dublin 
landing-stage, on June 16th. The party arrived, after a stormy 
passage, at 12.30 a.m. The rain was streaming down, and, 
instead of being driven to a comfortable inn, Mrs. Siddons 

and Miss Kemble, after spending an hour and a half in the 
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‘dungeon’ of a Custom house, had to walk about the wet 
streets, looking for a shelter that, at two in the morning, seemed 
momentarily more unlikely. At last, they were taken in at 
the house where Brereton’s father, Major Brereton, a Dublin 
resident, had secured his son a bed, the landlady repeatedly 
protesting that it was contrary to her rule to entertain ladies. 

Naturally, Mrs. Siddons’s first impression of the Irish 
capital was unfavourable. She roundly called it ‘a sink of 
filthiness.’ And her unfavourable impression did not, altogether, 
wear off as time went on. She took against the people. 
“They are all ostentation and insincerity, and in their ideas 
of finery very like the French, but not so cleanly. They are 
tenacious of their country to a degree of folly that is very 
laughable.” Thus she wrote, for transmission abroad, on 
July 14th. As it chanced, she omitted to prepay the postage 
on these treasonable opinions, and the letter was officially 
opened in Ireland. 

In pursuance of his custom of paying an annual visit to 
London to recruit his company, Daly, then Manager of the 
Smock Alley Theatre, had personally been over to clinch 
an engagement with Mrs. Siddons. Most probably, he went 
during ‘ the Passion Week,’ when all the Managers who 
wanted people, and all the actors who wanted employment, 
habitually assembled in London. 

Once more, Mrs. Siddons led off with Southerne’s Isabella . 
This was on June 21st. 1 Scats were at fancy prices. In 
a ‘humourous Account’ of her reception (published after the 
second night) included in the miscellany entitled Edwin's 
Pills to Purge Melancholy , among a number of less apposite 
epithets, she is termed “ this Moon of blank verse! this Queen 
and Princess of tears! this World of weeping clouds! this 
Juno of commanding aspect! this Proserpine of fire and earth¬ 
quake ! ” The tone is intentionally insolent. In all probability, 
Peter Seguin, the author (who manifests more than the average 
Irishman’s lack of humour) was a partisan of Mrs. Crawford. 

A note to the pasquinade states that, when it first 
appeared, ‘The lady’s friends were outrageous against the 
author,’ who long ‘kept himself snug,’ and let others have 
1 Boaden says, June 20th. 
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the discredit of it. Though it was, no doubt, in effect, 
libellous to describe a few hisses on the second night as 
authoritative, it yet seems clear that Mrs. Siddons did not, 
at once, become Dublin’s universal idol. In every theatre 
outside London, the starring player, the ‘exotic,’ has to run 
the gauntlet of a natural cavil against London’s verdict of 
merit. It must be acknowledged that, in spite of her 
magnetism of sheer power, Mrs. Siddons lacked the quality 
better fitted to win the Irish vote— bonhomie. The rougher 
element in an Irish audience loved to put itself in personal 
relations with the actors on the boards. Lady Morgan’s 
(and Macready’s) story of the man who, in the friendliest 
spirit, stage-whispered to Laurence Clinch, as Lothario, from 
the gallery, “Larry, honey, there’s the laste taste in life of 
yer shirt got out behind you,” symbolises much. At Cork, 
the galleries tried a little familiarity with Mrs. Siddons. 
“Sally, me jewel, how are you?” sang out some one. But 
Mrs. Siddons, like the lady in the grammatical example of 
the force of the comma, walked on her head a little higher 
than usual. 

The fresh actress had to conquer the disadvantage of 
being English, before an audience accustomed to applaud 
first-rate performers who were also Irish. Practically all the 
best later eighteenth century players, with the exception of 
the two greatest, were of Hibernian extraction. It was not 
easy for the newcomer to displace Mrs. Crawford (who, just 
before, had been acting at the selfsame theatre) in her ancient 
stronghold, whence, in 1803, two years after she died, the 
last attempt to prove her superiority emanated—in ‘Funereal 
Stanzas,’ strongly dwelling on her ‘nature’s genuine glow,’ 
in contradistinction to Mrs. Siddons’s ‘mock-gems, produc’d 
from stone! 

Mrs. Siddons’s season terminated, says Charles Lee Lewes 
(the grandfather of George Eliot’s Lewes) on the twelfth night, 
or thereabouts. She then went on to Cork, accompanied 
by her brother, John. His three years’ engagement at Drury 
Lane was just signed. 

Within about ten weeks, Mrs. Siddons made £1000 out 
of Irish admiration of her art, so that, in spite of a little 
7 
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journalistic malice, probably due to pro-Crawford prejudice, 
at the outset, she very sensibly thought her first visit to 
Ireland a success, and arranged to go there again for a 
longer period the following year. 

From 1783 onwards until 1805, she paid six visits to Dublin. 
A pseudonymous booklet, entitled The Beauties of Mrs . 
Siddons , gives, in the form of letters, one dealing with each 
rdle, a warmly laudatory account of her Dublin appearances 
during 1785, when she went through a repertory of six 
characters, Belvidera, Zara, Isabella, Margaret of Anjou, Jane 
Shore, and Lady Randolph. From chance records we gather 
that she woke more general Irish enthusiasm away from 
Dublin. She was described, by Francis Twiss, as finishing 
her engagement in Belfast in 1785, ‘with most uncommon 
Mat! Every night the whole of the pit had been turned into 
boxes—not a single hat visible. 

In the world of society, Mrs. Siddons met with unqualified 
success in a country where it had long been the right thing 
to pet players. Her Manager, Richard Daly, of Castle Daly, 
patentee of the Theatre Royal, Dublin, though no gentleman 
where pretty and poor young actresses were concerned, 
enjoyed the reputation of paying his company to a shilling; 
he was a man of family, and, but for a squint, very good- 
looking; on general grounds he appeared justifiably at his 
ease on the Mall in Sackville Street, where fashion congregated. 
He was well able to make the star and her husband acquainted 
with the right people. 

Mrs. Siddons had a still better introduction from another 
source. The lady, who, as the Hon. Henrietta Boyle, with 
her stepfather, then Lord Bruce, had discovered the young 
actress at Cheltenham, and become gushingly intimate with her, 
now reappeared as the wife of John O’Neill, of Shanes Castle, 
on the Antrim shore of Lough Neagh, and to that historic 
house—destroyed in its then form (and including the private 
theatre Mr. O’Neill built) by fire, not long afterwards—Mrs. 
Siddons was cordially bidden on her second visit to Ireland, 
in 1784. Her record of her stay there is worth transcribing. 

“The luxury of this establishment,” she wrote, “almost 
inspired the recollection of an Arabian night’s entertainment. 
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Six or eight carriages, with a numerous throng of lords and 
ladies on horseback, began the day by making excursions 
over this terrestrial paradise, returning home just in time to 
dress for dinner. The table was served with a profusion and 
elegance to which I have not seen anything comparable. 
The sideboards were decorated with adequate magnificence, 
on which appeared several immense silver flagons containing 
claret. A fine band of musicians played during the whole 
of the repast; they were stationed in the corridors, which led 
to a fine conservatory, where we plucked our dessert, from 
numerous trees, of the most exquisite fruits.” 

N. P. Willis, after a severe course of patrician claret and 
‘fruits,’ could not ‘pencil’ more lusciously; Thackeray, 
burlesquing Coningsby , could scarcely outdo the silver flagons 
appearing on adequate magnificence. Since her term at 
Guy’s Cliffe, ‘like—but,’ as far as her own prestige was con¬ 
cerned, ‘ oh, how different,’ nothing to equal Shanes Castle in 
the way of an interior, had come into her experience, for 
Langford Court, the Whalleys’ place, was not, of course, 
maintained in the style of a great country house. 

In the O’Neills’ party, Mrs. Siddons met and became 
interested (as who was not ?) in one of the tragic Romantics 
of Irish history, one who was a traitor, or a martyr, or a 
divine fool, according to the point of view. “Poor Lord 
Edward Fitzgerald, the most amiable, honourable, though 
misguided youth I ever knew,” commented Mrs. Siddons. 

During the latter part of her second summer’s Irish 
engagement, she stayed with Lord Edward’s mother, 
the re-married Dowager Duchess of Leinster, and enjoyed 
the glory of driving in from Frescati, Black Rock, to Dublin 
for rehearsals. No wonder that the greenroom monster, 
jealousy, gnashed his teeth. 

After his classic interview with her at his house in Bolt 
Court, Fleet Street, Dr. Johnson decided that the Mrs. Siddons 
of 1783 was unspoilt by the two powerful corrupters of man¬ 
kind, praise and money. The discernment of the ‘venerable 
Luminary ’ was better evinced in his general postulate than in 
his particular exception. It was shortly after her first visit 
to Ireland that rumours began to be heard of some slight 
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scath from ‘praise,’ and a certain impairment from ‘money.’ 
One fancies that the Grand Old Sentimentalist spoke while 
still under the soft memory of the lady’s beauty, and his own 
felicity of compliment, when, apologising for Frank Barber’s 
momentary inability to offer her a chair unencumbered by 
books, he said, “ Madam, you who so often occasion a want 
of seats to other people, will the more easily excuse the 
want of one yourself.” 

It is told that our heroine was so inebriated with the incense 
burnt by Irish great ladies and the Lord Lieutenant (who was 
an English Duke) that she grew more than a little uppish 
towards any humbler people who ventured to approach with 
their small joss-sticks. One conte, palpably founded on a 
general impression, describes her stonily refusing sittings to 
Robert Home, then a Dublin portrait painter, on the plea that 
she hardly had time to sit to Reynolds, and then proceeding to 
box the man’s ears (this detail is not ben trovato) because he 
riposted by saying he should be able to live without painting 
her. Another story describes poor * Sid ’ telling the wife of a 
merchant who was entertaining him and Kemble at dinner, that, 
though he should like to further her wish to be introduced to 
Mrs. Siddons, he did ‘ not know how to break such a matter to 
her.’ “ This anecdote,” artlessly adds the ‘ Theatrical Portrait ’ 
in the European Magazine , September, 1783, whence I glean it, 
“ is not fabricated.” 

Owing, partly, to her rapid success and fashionable following, 
partly to her uncomplaisant character, Mrs. Siddons had, at this 
time, a considerable number of theatrical enemies, hissing 
detraction. “ I have paid severely for my eminence,” she said. 
The public need never have known much that was mis¬ 
representation, and something, too, that, in her own behaviour, 
was regrettable, had it not been that hers was peculiarly a period 
in which newspaper editors went avidly scavenging for material 
suggested by malice. The most rancorous things ever printed 
concerning Mrs. Siddons are to be found in the theatrical 
paragraphs of the European Magazine. 

She herself attributed the cloud of unpopularity that, more 
or less, hung over her during the latter half of 1784 to her 
Irish Manager, Daly, in the first instance. Daly was 
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admittedly, an inordinately vain man, and, in her Memoranda, 
bequeathed to Campbell, she says he could not forgive her for 
preventing him, in King John , from standing, as Faulconbridge, 
in the centre of the stage, during her ‘ best scene/ as Constance. 
In revenge, she states, he filled the Dublin press with railings at 
her well-known thrift, which his paragraphists called avarice. 
Gradually, these railings, stiffened out by modern instances of 
her meanness, ‘found their way’ into the London papers. So 
she accounted for the hostile demonstration which, as we shall 
see, greeted her on the opening night of her 1784-85 season at 
Drury Lane. 

Since the causes of the passing and partial wave of odium 
that now overtook her were, in a special sense, personal, it is 
necessary to our study of her psychological life to 

“Let this old woe step on the stage again.” 

The trouble was connected with two actors: Brereton, who, 
in 1784, again accompanied her to Ireland, and Digges, whom 
she found there. Brereton was a mediocre tragedian, or, at 
least, had only appeared mediocre till, during the winter of 
1782-83, he was called upon to play Jaffier to her Belvidera, 
at Drury Lane, and (in the language of the day) ‘ derived a new 
soul from the collision,’ at any rate, played, especially in the 
ardent third act, better than he had ever played before. 
Every one said that he, a married man, had fallen in hopeless 
love with Mrs. Siddons. Very possibly, it was so. The 
excellent Mrs. Siddons was the last person to be attendrie by 
any Mr. Brereton’s susceptibility. 

In the summer of 1784, at her desire, Brereton was re¬ 
engaged for Ireland, without salary, but on the understanding 
that his emolument was to be a benefit free of charges, with 
Mrs. Siddons acting in it. In the middle of the engagement, 
he fell ill, was “ given over by his physicians,” and could not 
play for her benefit. When he recovered, and 'talked of his, 
she refused to play for him entirely gratis , because he had 
not played for her. ^50 per night for twenty consecutive nights 
was her pay from Daly, but at the various benefits she accepted 
£?>o. For Brereton, she now proposed to play for £20. Finally, 
partly in consequence of illness on her part, which sliced 
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almost a fortnight off the benefit end of her season, his 
benefit never took place. Since his mental health was already 
quivering—while in Dublin he attempted suicide; in 1785, 
became stark mad; and, in 1787, died in Hoxton Asylum— 
he, most likely, expressed over vehemently to his friends his 
disappointment about his benefit, and his friends, in all 
probability, retailed his indignation rather than the exact facts 
of his injury, whereby the statement got about that Mrs. 
Siddons had refused, on any consideration, to act for him. 
What a newspaper correspondent (supposed to be Kemble) 
who wrote over the signature of ‘ Laertes/ urged in defence of 
her apparent hardness merits consideration— 

“ Mr. Brereton and his wife have an ample salary at Drury 
Lane Theatre. They cannot receive less than five hundred 
pounds per annum. Mrs. Siddons performed for the benefit 
of Mr. Brereton only a few months before, by which he must 
have cleared nearly two hundred pounds. Could he be, there¬ 
fore, an object of such necessity as to require a gratis 
performance ? ” 

At about the same date (July, 1784), unfortunately for Mrs. 
Siddons, old West Digges, whose life had been none too 
reputable and none too prosperous, fell down, paralysed, 
whilst rehearsing with her in Dublin. As to what she did, 
or did not do, on this occasion, to assist a broken brother-actor, 
accounts materially vary. “It occurred to me that I might 
be of some use to him, if I could persuade the Manager to 
give him a night at the close of my engagement, I proposed 
my request to the Manager,” is what she says. Her ill-wishers 
and the irresponsible accused her of first refusing to act, and, 
later, of demanding £50 if she acted, with an understanding 
that the fact of the fee was to be kept secret. Here, calumny 
stood confessed, for it was preposterous to allege she had 
asked Digges £20 more than she would have asked any 
actor in possession of a salary and good prospects. 

In the following memoranda of Mrs. Siddons’s own, we do 
not, I fear, catch a vision of Our Lady of Bounties, joyous in 
bestowal, and making little of her act of grace— 

“ By indefatigable labour, &nd in spite of cruel annoyances, 
Mr. Siddons and myself got together, from all the little country 
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theatres, as many as would enable us to attempt ‘Venice 
Preserved.’ Oh! to be sure it was a scene of disgust and 
confusion. I acted Belvidera, without having ever previously 
seen the face of one of the actors. Poor Mr. Digges was most 
materially benefited by this most ludicrous performance; and 
I put my disgust into my pocket, since money passed into 
his.” 

What had never been cordially conceded was grudgingly 
carried out, but, certainly, under adverse conditions. These, 
however, Mrs. Siddons appears to have brought upon herself 
by her delayed second thoughts, for when Digges’s ‘ messenger,’ 
who was, seemingly, Daly, originally applied to her, it is 
inconceivable that he proposed to have the benefit held over 
till after the company had moved to Limerick. 

Unhappily, Mrs. Siddons had by no means heard the last 
of the charmless name of ‘poor Mr. Digges.’ When she 
returned to London, she found that evil report had been busy, 
and, by September 30th, felt it necessary to put forth, in Mr. 
Siddons’s name, a newspaper letter, denying the truth of the 
accusations levelled at her, while laying the burden of actual 
disproof on Brereton, who, also, was in London, and on 
Digges. Three days later, Mr. Siddons was able to publish 
the following letter, addressed—in no very large-hearted style— 
to himself, from Brereton:— 

“ Sir, —I am concerned to find Mrs. Siddons has suffered 
in the public opinion on my account. I have told you before, 
and I again repeat it, that to the friends I have seen I have 
taken pains to exculpate her from the least unkindness to me 
in Dublin. I acknowledge she did agree to perform at my 
benefit for a less sum than for any other performer, but her 
illness prevented it; and that she would have played for me 
after that had not the night been appointed after she had 
played three times in the same week—and that the week after 
her illness—and I am very willing you shall publish this letter, 
if you think it will be of the least service to Mrs. Siddons, to 
whom I am proud to own many obligations of friendship. 
I am, Sir, your very humble servant, 

“W. Brereton” 

This letter made the newspapers very active and foolish. 
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What follows—from the General Advertiser, October 7th, is a 
specimen of the sort of thing editors printed then 

“Quere, to Mr. Brereton 

“Did you or did Mr. Siddons write the letter signed 
W. Brereton ? Answer this as you value your HONOUR; for 
much depends upon it. The public say Mr. Siddons wrote, 
and that you scratched, and then signed .— Ti-IEATRICUS.” 

Perhaps Kemble or some other one of Mrs. Siddons’s 
champions represented to Brereton that his letter read un¬ 
commonly cold. By October 5 th he had been induced to 
address ‘The Printer of the Public Advertiser ’ in another, 
equally fishlike. “ Why,” inquires ‘ Laertes/ censuring what 
he calls Brereton’s “ unexplicit first card ” and “ last summary 
card,” “ did he not gratefully step forward by a circumstantial 
letter, as he was repeatedly called upon, previously to Mrs. 
Siddons’s arrival ? . . . [His] expressions seemed extorted and 
inconclusive. The tongues of slander, in broken sentences, 
discovered mercenary motives only in their explication of less 
sum, though attempted to be veiled, they said, by Mr. Brereton’s 
delicacy. Whereas the transaction was veiled only by his 
obscure brevity.” 

Tom King, Mrs. Siddons’s loyal friend, introduced a 
tentative and understood reference to ‘living worth/ in the 
prologue with which, on September 30th, he opened the Drury 
Lane season, but the line was ill received by a portion of the 
audience. It must be conjectured that when Mrs. Siddons 
drove down from her newly leased house in Gower Street, 1 to 
the theatre, for her first performance, on October 5th (at ‘ Half 
after Six/ The Gamester, Mrs. Beverley, Mrs. Siddons) she was 
apprehensive of unpleasantness. 

It came, as soon as she appeared, in the form of hisses 2 and 
a cry of ‘Off! Off!’ She waited; the clamour grew louder. 

1 “. . . the back ofit is most effectually in the country, and delightfully pleasant”— 
Mrs. Siddons to Whalley. Whalley, i. 425. I am indebted to Mr. A. R. 0 . Stutfield, 
of the Bedford Office, for the facts that No. 14 (now 28) was the number of the 
house, and that William Siddons agreed to become assignee of the lease from 
1786 until 1814. 

2 The Morning Chronicle, October 6th, said that an eighth of the audience hissed. 









HER STARRING EXPERIENCES 


105 

Two or three times she tried to speak, but vainly. At length— 
I quote from her own account, in the Campbell Memoranda, of 
this ordeal of an evening— 

“ A gentleman stood forth in the front of the pit, . . . who 
accosted me in these words: ‘ For heaven’s sake, madam, do 
not degrade yourself by an apology, for there is nothing 
necessary to be said.' I shall always look back with gratitude 
to this gallant man’s solitary advocacy of my cause: like ‘ Abdiel, 
faithful found; among the faithless , faithful only he! Iiis 
admonition was followed by reiterated clamour, when my dear 
brother appeared, and carried me away from this scene of 
insult. The instant I quitted it, I fainted in his arms; and, 
on my recovery, I was thankful that my persecutors had not 
the gratification of beholding this weakness. After I was 
tolerably restored to myself, I was induced, by the persuasions 
of my husband, my brother, and Mr. Sheridan, to present my¬ 
self again before that audience by whom I had been so savagely 
treated, and before whom, but in consideration of my children, 
I would have never appeared again.” 

Encouraged, no doubt, by the friendlier voices that had 
been calling her back, Mrs. Siddons came on alone, advanced 
to the centre of the footlights, and, gazing into the cavern full 
of eyes that fronted her, thus addressed the house:— 

“ Ladies and Gentlemen,—The kind and flattering partiality 
which I have uniformly experienced in this place would make 
the present interruption distressing to me indeed, were I in the 
slightest degree conscious of having deserved your censure. 
I feel no such consciousness. The stories which have been 
circulated against me are. calumnies. When they shall be 
proved to be true my aspersers will be justified; but, till then, 
my respect for the public leads me to be confident that I shall 
be protected from unmerited insult.” 

It was a dignified denial, and its speaker’s steadiness under 
fire created a revulsion of feeling. King came forward to 
entreat a few minutes for her to recover from what the Public 
Advertiser termed ‘ her flurry,’ and, when the curtain presently 
rose on Mrs. Beverley, the house was hushed. “ Mrs. Siddons, 
on Tuesday evening,” said the Morning Chronicle , “in a new 
and irksome situation indeed, displayed the most sincere 
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innocence, even by the peculiarity of her fortitude/’ It was 
her lifelong gift to shine brightest in adversity. 

Up to October 22nd, in consequence of adverse winds 
delaying the Irish mails, Digges’s solicited testimonial was still 
to seek. It then appeared, in the Morning Chronicle , as 
follows:— 

« Sir, —I empower you to declare to the publick, that I did 
not pay Mrs. Siddons for playing for my benefit. I thanked the 
lady by letter for her politeness, which I am informed she has 
mislaid. I think it is but justice to inform you of this. 

“West Digges 

“To Mr. Wood fall ” 

This was even worse — certainly, more churlish — than 
Brereton’s reserved exculpations. As regarded the unkindest 
cut in each allegation as to ‘ benefits forgot,’ Mrs. Siddons had, 
clearly, been slandered; yet it was no great wonder that, in the 
face of such evidence to this as Brcreton and Digges’s letters, 
the average man caught up and conserved an eidolon he could 
name stingy Siddons , the Lady Sarah Save-All. When a 
public that lives on catchwords gets hold of catchwords as 
well adapted to its comprehension as these, it does not readily 
drop them, and so Mrs. Siddons, like Garrick before her, was, 
throughout her life, found guilty, by the gallery verdict, of an 
undue love of money. The average man resents thrift in a 
class he has been brought up to summarise, on the financial 
side, as light come, light go. It upsets his labels. Secretly, 
he would prefer to hold the nose of every ‘bohemian,’ to a 
grindstone, engraved, at first, ‘ open-handedness,’ and, later, 
‘ improvidence.’ 

‘ Laertes ’ may have been a special pleader, but he talked 
sense when he asked, “ If a lady, perhaps, be prudent in 
making a future provision for herself and family—a theatrical 
phenomenon indeed!—must she sacrifice that prudence at 
the shrine of the imprudence of others ? ” It is almost needless 
to say that those members of Mrs. Siddons’s own profession 
who were not addicted to ‘muddling away money on trades¬ 
men’s bills ’ enthusiastically joined the hue and cry against her. 
They could not deny the statement made by Lee Lewes that, 
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at Cork, in 1783, she gave two benefits for charities, in addition 
to her gratis performances at Aickin’s benefit and at Lewes’s 
own. But they could make vague, oblique accusations— 
that she ‘would as soon part with her eye teeth as with a 
guinea/ that she was the one parsimonious person at green¬ 
room collections for indigent actors, that at St Martin’s 
Church, while the organ was playing out the congregation 
on a hospital Sunday, she lingered behind to evade the plate. 
Mrs. Abington’s generosity to all fellow - players at their 
benefits was bepraised. It might have been retorted 
that Mrs. Siddons was an actress who had no sources of 
income less honourable than her art. In the Public 
Advertiser , for February 3rd, 1785, appeared a letter (attri¬ 
buted to ‘ Shakespeare ’ Steevens) in which Mrs. Siddons’s 
‘rapture’ of hospitality in the Macbeth banquet scene was 
sarcastically contrasted with her abstention from hospitality 
in Gower Street. 

Not only journalists, but pamphleteers also, enormously 
worked up any depreciatory gossip of the coulisses. As late 
as 1786, for example, a tract appeared, entitled The Green- 
Room Miri'or , with an article—the last of many on various 
players—on Mrs. Siddons, bearing, for motto, Rosalind’s 

“Who might be your mother. 

That you insult, exult, and all at once, 

Over the wretched ?” etc. etc. 


after which, the mouther proceeded to talk about “ Adversity 
metamorphosed into Affluence , riding in the chariot of Plenty , 
hurling that identical Charity by which she was rendered an 
object of notice and independence , from the throne of pity to the 
eternal seat of despair ” ! 

However much we may be admirers of Mrs. Siddons, it is 
impossible to consider that she came, in reality, altogether 
well out of either the Brereton or the Digges affair. Some¬ 
thing may be allowed for misunderstanding, something for 
the malicious report of the envious, yet, taken all round, the 
evidence obliges us to see that she was, at best, only kind, 
in the Digges case, on an arriere pensie. It must frankly 
be stated that she never felt any spontaneous prompting to 
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take the children’s—her children’s—bread, and cast it to 
dogs of actors. The generosity towards brother-players in 
distress which is so winning a characteristic of the majority 
of successful players she did not possess. She had less esprit 
de corps even than the majority of wedded women. Her sense 
of responsibility was limited to the wants of her own nestlings. 
It was in keeping that, at a much later date (1815), she refused 
to play, except ‘ on her brother’s terms ’— i.c. half the receipts 
and a clear benefit—for the widow and orphans of her son 
Henry, who died while Manager of the Edinburgh Theatre. 
She was the crude mother of the animal world, and, like all 
organisms that conform to Nature’s plan— 

"Bounded by themselves, and unregardful 
In wheat state God’s other works may be”— 

she felt strong and satisfied, and lived her life untroubled 
by the prick of conscience. 

Late in 1784, or early in 1785, Lord Hardwicke introduced 
to her a book of Greek history. She was studying a new 
part (Desdemona) which allowed her little time for inde¬ 
pendent reading, but when Lord Hardwicke asked her how 
she liked the book, she replied, in an unpublished letter 
among the recently acquired Hardwicke MSS in the British 
Museum— 

“I think the memoirs of Pericles laid the strongest hold 
on me, this perhaps may be accounted for by my presumption 
having felt myself in some measure in his situation having 
been the favourite of the Mob one year—and the next de¬ 
graded by them—it remains only—that I may like him be 
reinstated, when Malice is cold, and Candour takes its turn. 
Your Lordship does me honour in desiring to be mentioned in 
my Memoirs if the world shou’d ever be troubled with them 
it will reflect great honour on me to say I had the suffrage 
of so noble a Personage.” 

Mrs. Siddons sometimes spelt amiss, but she rarely, if 
ever, wrote shambling English. At all times, she was, if 
an increasingly procrastinating and infrequent, a fluent and 
able letter-writer, though, occasionally, her tendency towards 
plausibility, le beau geste, and even self-righteousness rather 
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mars the impression of her which her letters would, otherwise, 
unfailingly produce. 

By one of life’s unlucky concatenations, Dublin was, 
once more, in 1802, the scene of a reported niggardliness on 
Mrs. Siddons’s part. Then, Frederic E. Jones, a man of 
property and position, who, at the time, magnificently 
managed the Theatre Royal, appears to have failed to carry 
into effect her assent—her cheerful assent, she afterwards called 
it—to his proposal that she should give her services in a per¬ 
formance for the benefit of the Lying-in Hospital. Wrongful 
report charged her with the whole fault of the omission of 
the performance, her popularity was again threatened, and, 
although the trustees of the hospital publicly contradicted the 
aspersion on her—‘ Mrs. Siddons had most certainly never 
refused to act for them, and indeed had never been requested 
to do so,’ she thought it necessary to address to ‘ that tyrant 
Jones’ 1 an open letter, explanatory of, at all events, her 
innocence of having been unready to assist ‘so laudable an 
institution.’ 

Mrs. Siddons took Edinburgh by storm. She first went there 
for a nine nights’ engagement, 2 in 1784, on her way to Dublin 
and Cork. “ They treated me,” she said of the Scotch, writing, 
on June 21st, to Wlialley, “most nobly.” She had cause to 
intensify the remark with each fresh visit she made. On one 
day, 2550 people applied for the 650 seats at the disposal of 
the Management, and the Church Synod had to arrange its 
meetings to suit her performances. Siddons fever ran so high, 
and a sense of the grotesque was so lacking, that, once, at a 
later date, ‘ the Athenians ’ encored her sleep-walking scene in 
Macbeth , till she was obliged to go through it again. At 
Edinburgh, in 1784, in nine nights, she cleared considerably 
over £goo. She carried home, not only gold, but silver. The 
latter took the form, in 1784, of a hot-water urn (‘an elegant 
tea-vase’), in 1788, of a ‘massive’ tea-tray, presented by 
the Faculty of Advocates, and inscribed ‘To Mrs. Siddons 
As an Acknowledgment of Respect for Eminent Virtues, 

1 Mrs. Galindo’s letter to Mrs. Siddons, Appendix, 48, 1809. 

2 She actually acted ten nights, in the ordinary way, an eleventh for the benefit 
of ‘ the Charity Workhouse,’ and a twelfth for her own benefit. 








no THE INCOMPARABLE SIPHONS 

and of Gratitude for Pleasure Received From Unrivalled 
Talents.’ 

Macbeth and Douglas , the two national plays, were the 
pieces that best pleased Scots audiences. At Douglas , Cale¬ 
donia clapped its hands and wings, and, once again, declared 
Home the Shakespeare, or something greater, of his country. 
Then, or earlier, Walpole might have walked in peril of his life 
had he murmured over the Border what, in .his acid and lively 
way, he proclaimed at ‘ Twittenham ’—that he knew no prose 
written by Home but his poetry. In England, only Mrs. 
Siddons’s genius kept Douglas so long in the catalogue of 
acting plays. 1 

Boaden discovered that it was the civilising influence of 
the University that caused Mrs. Siddons to be so much admired 
in Edinburgh—“ the neighbourhood of learning is always 
friendly to taste.” Very likely, he was right. She was 
welcomed into Edinburgh’s best society. On her first visit, she 
made the acquaintance of I-Iume, Blair, Home, Mackenzie, and 
Beattie. On later occasions, she met Iflenry Erskine, and was 
the guest of the Great Unknown. 

When she began to act before a Scots audience she was 
chagrined by its impassivity. “ Stupid people, stupid people! ” 
she involuntarily murmured, on the stage. Afterwards, she 
used to amuse London friends by describing how, at last, as 
Belvidera, she nerved herself for one tremendous effort, as who 
should say, Logs, if you cannot rise to that, I despair of you! 
At the conclusion of the passage, and as she paused, exhausted, 
for breath, the comfortless silence was thawed by a voice 
saying, “ That’s no bad! ” which opened the floodgates of 
laughter, and of loud and long applause. After this, Edinburgh 
audiences wallowed in responsiveness. Tears and groans rent 
the theatre, and gentlemen, as well as ladies, fell into fits. To 
the actress, these physical tributes were—in her top-window 
language—the ‘public marks’ of the ‘gratifying suffrages’ of 
her ‘ northern friends.’ 

1 No better criticism of Douglas exists than is to be found in a letter, in Mr. J. 
H. Leigh’s Collection, from Garrick to Lord Bute, July ioth, 1756, included in Some 
Unpublished Letters op David Garrick, Edited by George Pierce Baker, Boston, 
1907. 
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With her first Edinburgh Manager, John Jackson, Mrs. 
Siddons’s relations were less rosy. Her acting brought in big 
receipts, but so much of the stream poured solely into her pocket 
that, at the end of the engagement, Jackson, who was lessee as 
well as Manager, found he had made a bad speculation. After 
he had agreed to the star’s original terms, ‘ a leading person in 
the Parliament House’ started a ^200 subscription, as to the 
destination of which Manager and actress disagreed, and, 
though Mr. and Mrs. Siddons insisted on an arrangement more 
favourable to themselves than the first proposed, on account of 
this assistance to the Manager, eventually the ^200 subscription 
found its way into the Siddons bank balance, as a separate 
item. 

In 1788, Mrs. Siddons again brought Jackson ill luck, 
though, this time, the fault lay solely with some turbulent limbs 
of the law who would not suffer the parts of Jaffierand Pierre, in 
Venice Preserved , to be cast according to Jackson’s managerial 
judgment. 1 By 1790, Jackson was involved in difficulties, 
‘ connected with his great expense in the engagement of the 
principal London performers.’ From 1791 to 1800, Stephen 
Kemble leased the Theatre Royal. A good deal later, we shall 
find Mrs. Siddons acting there under the Management of her 
son, Henry, who became lessee in 1809, partly in consequence 
of his marriage with the actor-dramatist, Charles Murray’s, 
daughter. Sir Walter Scott had been anxious to see Plenry 
Siddons lessee and Manager. Pie knew the family interest 
would bring his friend, Kemble, as well as Kemble’s diviner 
sister, oftener to Scotland. lie purchased a share in the 
concern, and became one of the acting trustees for the general 
body of proprietors. 

Mrs. Siddons was an indefatigable tourer. In August, 1795, 
she told Whalley she had travelled, on tour, that summer, 
nearly nine hundred miles. It was mentioned as a great feat 
that, in 1784, she acted in London, Bath, and Reading, within 
four days, and, in estimating her rarely remitted labours, the 
fatigue and discomforts of moving from place to place by stage 
coach are an element not to be overlooked. 

1 “Mrs. Siddons’s performances were suspended for a whole week.”—Genest, 
vii. 129. 
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“Here I am,” she writes, in May, 1796, “sitting close in 
a little dark room, in a little wretched inn, in a little poking 
village called Newport Pagncll. I am on my way to Manchester, 
where I am to act for a fortnight; from whence I am to be 
whirled to Liverpool, there to do the same. From thence I 
skim away to York and Leeds.” 

Qnbeautiful Leeds she called, by the way, the dirtiest, 
most disagreeable town ‘in His Majesty’s dominions, God 
bless him.’ Most years she played two or three weeks’ 
engagement round Wilkinson’s Yorkshire circuit. She told 
Whalley that, six months before she reached York, all the 
boxes were taken. Wilkinson gave her the highest stage 
character:— 

“ She never heeds trouble—if truly indisposed, and possible 
to rise from her bed, she is certain in her duty to the public. 
She has not known until she arrived at York, what play she 
was first to appear in, or what characters she was to act during 
a course of six plays. If a dress has not arrived in time by 
the carriers, she sometimes has asked what was to play such 
a night; never saying such a play will do better than another, 
or such a part would be too fatiguing.” 

She played at Plymouth, Exeter, Bath, Birmingham; at 
Liverpool, at Manchester, at Glasgow, at Belfast. 1 Wide 
was her parish, and houses far asunder, but, everywhere, was 
Tom Tidler’s ground, and, at home, there were five or six 
mouths looking up to be fed. Mrs. Siddons could make as 
much in two months on tour as in the entire winter (not 
counting her benefits) in London. 

It was impossible that the star should always find herself 
well supported in country theatres. A prop os , her daughter, 
Sally, set. 23, wrote, on one occasion, from Cheltenham, to 
Sally Bird, regarding ‘ Callista,’ “ It destroys all my fine feel¬ 
ings when I see my Mother sigh and lament herself for the 
sake of such wretched creatures.” 2 Another provincial trial 
Mrs. Siddons could not easily away with was the less 
cultivated, ie . the less rapturous and prolonged applause. In 

1 In John Halifax , Gentleman , we see her, in her sedan, on her way to the theatre, 
in ‘ Coffee-house Yard, Coltham, 5 

2 An Artist’s Love Story , 50. 
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her own words, “A cold respectfulness chills and deadens an 
actress, and throws her back upon herself, whereas the warmth 
of approbation confirms her in the character , and she kindles 
with the enthusiasm she feels around/ 5 Could the whole 
situation of the player be more intelligibly put ? 





IX 


HER INTERPRETATION OF SHAKESPEARE 

D URING the theatrical season of 1782-83, Mrs. Siddons 
essayed no Shakespearean part. Why she was allowed 
to remain even so long out of the central current in 
the dramatic channel we have no means of knowing. The 
European Magazine for October, 1783, rashly suggested that her 
abstention was due to ‘reasons which she either did not per¬ 
ceive, or would not dare to own.’ 

In fixing on her first Shakespearean character — im¬ 
personated, November 3rd, 1783, the opening night of her 
second season—she made a singular choice, which it would 
be hard to believe was not her own. Instead of plunging 
into the rich Italian love-making of Juliet, or identifying 
herself with Cordelia—with whom she would have been more 
in sympathy than with Juliet—she elected to become the 
heroine of the dark and painful comedy of Measure for 
Measure. 

Shakespeare’s Isabella is one of the very few women in 
drama who represent principle, not passion. Measure for 
Measure is a problem play. The problem is whether a sister 
will purchase her brother’s life with her own dishonour. For 
a similar problem, with a dissimilar solution, Maeterlinck’s 
Monna Vanna ought to be read side by side with Measure for 
Measure. 

Isabella’s grandly imaginative diction could not, in the 
flesh, have been Mrs. Siddons’s, but, as regarded the rest of 
the character—the fierce chastity, the inexistence of one 
moment’s hesitancy on the score that it is not her own life, but 
some one else’s, she is sacrificing to her cloistral whiteness, the 
alacrity with which she accepts the repulsive substitution of 

X14 
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Mariana—Mrs. Siddons was the actress of all time best fitted 
to impersonate such a temperament. 

No very direct criticism of her acting of Isabella is forth¬ 
coming. Boaden and Campbell both gave a general eulogium; 
the European Magazine spoke—on principle—slightingly of 
the performance; it seems clear that not even Mrs. Siddons, 
standing before the house in her serious beauty, first to plead 
for her brother, then to disown him, could make the rigidity of 
the part acceptable. Though it is true she acted it seven times 
in her final season, her Shakespeare’s Isabella never attained 
the popularity of her Southerne’s Isabella. 

She was too intellectual an actress to be content to remain 
any longer outside the circle of those Campbell calls ‘the 
great females of Shakespeare.’ On December 10th, 1783, she 
appeared in the brief, but magnificent, part of Constance, in 
King John. 

It is impossible to believe that, even in the case of the 
finest players, profound emotion, profoundly imagined, can 
spring out complete and full at a first performance. To the 
merely literary student, so great a character as Constance is 
enigmatic, by reason of its simplicity, and the self-consistency 
of it only rounds into view after repeated reading. The very 
fact that the part is traditionally remembered as one of Mrs. 
Siddons’s highest achievements, while its original production 
was, in many quarters, adversely criticised, points to an im¬ 
personation that gained in maturity, force, and volume as time 
went on. The genesis of a great impersonation is as baffling 
to trace as the genesis of any other work of art, but, at least, 
we may be sure that no great impersonation sets solid at the 
first representation. Kemble expressively termed his early 
Wolsey ‘raw,’ and Mrs. Siddons ‘used to pride herself,’ says 
Campbell, on having improved in all her great characters. She 
told Mrs. Jameson that she had played Lady Macbeth during 
thirty years, and scarcely once, without carefully reading over 
her part, and, generally, the whole play, in the morning; and 
that she never read over the play without finding something 
new in it; “ something,” she said, “ which had not struck me 
so much as it ought to have struck me.” The player’s ac¬ 
cumulating experience of life is bound to ripen each one of 
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his, or her, interpretations of it. No sincere actor ever * put a 
part to bed.’ 

The character of Constance deeply interested, and, at the 
same time, perplexed the thoughtful actress. She felt the 
difficulty of maintaining its cumulative wrath and desperation, 
in view of the calamities that cause these feelings being always 
developed when Constance is off the stage. 

“Gone to be married! gone to swear a peace!” 

and 

“No, I defy all counsel, all redress” 

are two as difficult entrances as arc to be found in drama. As 
a means towards stimulating herself into Constance’s continuously 
accelerated exasperation, Mrs. Siddons hit on a childlike device. 
She described it in those remarks on the character of Constance 
(they are rather—as was natural—memoranda on her acting of 
the part) which she gave Campbell for inclusion in his biography 
of her:— 

“ The quality of abstraction has always appeared to me so 
necessary in the art of acting, that ... I wish my opinion were 
of sufficient weight to impress the importance of this power 
on the minds of all candidates for dramatic fame. . . . When¬ 
ever I was called upon to personate the character of Constance , 
I never, from the beginning of the play to the end of my part 
in it, once suffered my dressing-room door to be closed, in 
order that my attention might be constantly fixed on those 
distressing events which, by this means, I could plainly hear 
going on upon the stage, the terrible effects of which progress 
were to be represented by me. Moreover, I never omitted 
to place myself, with Arthur in my hand, to hear the march, 
when, upon the reconciliation of England and France, they 
enter the gates of Angiers to ratify the contract of marriage 
between the Dauphin and the Lady Blanche; because the 
sickening sounds of that march would usually cause the bitter 
tears of rage, disappointment, betrayed confidence, baffled 
ambition, and, above all, the agonizing feelings of maternal 
affection to gush into my eyes. In short, the spirit of the whole 
drama took possession of my mind and frame, by my attention 
being incessantly riveted to the passing scenes.” 
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Though there was more in Mrs. Siddons’s Constance than 
came of leaving a dressing-room door open, it is interesting 
to be let into the technical ‘ secret ’ of an artistic triumph. As 
we might know from the above extract, Mrs. Siddons was 
completely in accord with Sir Henry Irving as to the value 
of the process he called passing a character through the actor's 
own mind. She, in her more dictionary English, said, still 
writing of the part of Constance, the same thing :— 

“ If it ever were, or ever shall be, pourtrayed with its 
appropriate and solemn energy, it must be then, and then only, 
when the power I have so much insisted on [i.e. of ‘ abstraction ’] 
co-operating also with a high degree of enthusiasm, shall have 
transfused the mind of the actress into the person and situation 
of the august and afflicted Constance 

Mrs. Siddons’s playing of Constance was the highest thing 
she had yet grasped. Her mere bearing in the part was 
a piece of genius. Campbell, who could always speak well 
regarding anything he had actually seen, said of her Constance’s 
‘ vicissitudes of gesture ’ that they made you imagine her body 
thought. In other words, every muscle and nerve of her acted. 
At all times, she had that i andar celeste ’—Romola Melema’s 
way, that (as Northcote said of the walk of Italian women in 
general) ‘ affects you like seeing a whole procession.’ We can 
fancy the eloquence of motion with which, as untameable 
Constance, she came down the ensemble between the recreant 
princes. We can fancy, too, the regal gesture with which, in 
the third act, she took the earth, as her niece, Fanny Kemble, 
says, ‘ not for a shelter, not for a grave, or for a resting-place, 
but for a throne.’ 

In her last scene, the anguish she threw into Constance’s 
speeches about her ‘pretty Arthur,’ her ‘gracious creature,’ 
waxing, in captivity, 

‘as hollow as a ghost, 

As dim and meagre as an ague’s fit,’ 

made a high-water mark in Shakespearean expression. These 
speeches, uttered by her, came less as the cries of a robbed 
lioness than as the agony of an imaginative woman, convinced, 
without certain knowledge, of her tender child’s suffering death. 
The strong motherliness in Mrs. Siddons’s nature helped to 
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make her Constance so real and great. Her acting, said 
Boaden, always seemed to need ‘ the inspiration of some duty/ 
and if for ‘ duty ’ we substitute ‘ family affection/ the comment 
becomes all the more just. Broadly speaking, Mrs. Siddons 
was best in parts that were most like herself. 

Could the truth be ascertained, the key to the success of any 
actor in a special character would, in all probability, be found 
in certain complexional resemblances, independent of genius, 
between the two, which enable a ready and perfect identification 
to take place. Not that the man who plays a villain is 
a villain, but, deep in ‘ the buried temple/ an actor must possess 
some natural adaptability to certain roles, and not to others. 

Scott could only imagine Lady Macbeth ‘ with the form and 
features of Siddons/ and, even to the present day, what seen 
Lady Macbeth stands as vividly before the mind as the Siddons 
of tradition, laving her hands, in what Iiazlitt ambiguously 
termed ‘ the night scene ’ ? She first played the part in London 
on February 2nd, 1785, her benefit night. She was thirty—in 
the plenitude of her saliency and power. Yet, none the less, 
this was a supreme test, and some of the finest brains in 
England—Burke, Gibbon, Reynolds, Fox, and Windham—were 
present to estimate the performance. 

It proved to be something to which the word ‘ performance’ 
seems entirely inadequate. It was transfiguration, transub- 
stantiation. The part appeared made for her by the same instinct 
which, in ancient times, combined poet and prophet in one. 

The detractors who had persisted that she was only equal 
to Rowe’s, Voltaire’s, and Cumberland’s showy shadows were 
put to silence. Reynolds’s golden idea of identifying her with 
Melpomene was confirmed by all classes of the public. In this 
crucial essay, she definitively showed that her true field lay 
among the high actions and passions which make great drama 
a discipline in ethics. 

We have followed her own account of the infiltration of the 
part into her imagination, 1 and, through Campbell, she be¬ 
queathed to the public a written summary of her reflections 
on Lady Macbeth’s personality, reflections which, though not 
particularly subtle, and histrionic, in point of view, rather than 

1 P. 39- 
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critical, are extremely interesting, coming whence they do. It 
would not have been easy for Johnson to say of her what he 
said of Garrick—that he very much doubted if he ever examined 
one of Shakespeare’s plays from the first scene to the last. 

Lady Macbeth has been only less patient than Hamlet of 
divers interpretations. Mrs. Siddons imagined her a fragile 
blonde, and would have applied to her the lines she was fond 
of quoting from Marmion — 

“It was a fearful sight to see 
Such high resolve and constancy, 

In form so soft and fair.” 

Two further new suggestions occur in Mrs. Siddons’s 
remarks. She held that Lady Macbeth forecast and intended 
the murder of Banquo and his son as early as Macbeth himself, 
for the simple reason that when, as his first hint of it to her, 
Macbeth says— 

“Thou know’st, that Banquo, and his Fleance lives,” 

her reply is 

“But in them nature’s copy’s not etcrne.” 

Conformably to this, Mrs. Siddons believed that, at the 
banquet, Lady Macbeth, equally with her husband, saw 
Banquo’s ghost, though with a scheming woman’s self-control 
and a wife’s nobler protectiveness of her husband’s credit, 
she smothered, and denied, the fact. 

In acting the part, the first great original touch Mrs. 
Siddons gave was her suspension of voice in “they made 
themselves— air? the second, her amazing burst of energy 
over “ shalt be,” in 

“ Glamis thou art, and Cawdor—and shalt be 
What thou art promis’d ” 

—an epitome of the play. 

She became still more decisive and terrible in the succeeding 
scenes, each of which she made culminate in a line— 

“ O never 

Shall sun that morrow see! ” 

“Give ME the daggers.” 

“My hands are of your colour.” 

Her words were not mere words, but tremendous suggestions. 
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To Mrs. Jameson we owe the record of how, in Act i. 7, 
Mrs. Siddons adopted, successively, three different intonations 
in giving the words, “We fail.” At first, it was a quick, 
contemptuous interrogation—“ We fail ? ” Afterwards, with 
the note of exclamation, and an accent of indignant astonish¬ 
ment, she laid the principal emphasis on we—“ We fail!” 
Lastly, she fixed on what, says Mrs. Jameson, 

“I am convinced is the true reading—‘We fail/ with the 
simple period, modulating her voice to a deep, low, resolute 
tone, which settled the issue at once, as though she said, ‘If 
we fail, why, then we fail, and all is over.’ . . . The effect was 
sublime.” 

At the solemn supper, where Mrs. Pritchard’s acting was 
specially remembered, Mrs. Siddons was transcendent, whether 
in the derision by which she laboured to make Macbeth play 
the host, or in her royal courtesy in soothing, and, finally, 
dismissing the guests. The added burden of acting exacted 
by the responsibility of her theory, that Lady Macbeth, too, 
saw the spectre, 1 must have demanded the utmost imagination 
and judgment It is worth knowing that when, after retirement, 
Mrs. Siddons used to read the play in public, the speeches 
she made most striking were those of Macbeth. 2 3 * 

A part of Professor George Joseph Bell’s remarkable notes 
(dated 1809, extracted from ‘three volumes,lettered “Siddons,”’ 
and originally printed by permission of his son, Mr. John 
Bell, of the Calcutta Bar) on Mrs. Siddons’s playing, in 
Edinburgh, of Lady Macbeth and other Shakespearean 
characters have come down to us, in two articles, 8 included 
in the posthumous Papers , Literary , Scientific , etc., by Professor 
H. C. Fleeming Jenkin; and, by Mrs. Fleeming Jenkin’s 
kindness, I am permitted to quote from them here. Professor 
Bell’s are not alone the notes of a rarely keen spectator, but, 

1 In 1794, Kemble, on the authority of Robert Lloyd’s ' 7 'he Actor , banished the 
visible form of Banquo’s ghost, but reinstated it on a general protest, and the ghost 
remained, till Irving unseated it. For an able discussion of Banquo’s ghost, see 
Les ThMtres Anglais, par Georges Bourdon. 

2 Diaries of a Lady of Quality (Miss Wynn), edited by Abraham Hayward 
(2nd ed.), 104. 1864. 

3 Reprinted by permission of the Editors of the Nineteenth Century and 

Macmillan’s Magazine. 
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as their editor remarked, ‘written apparently on the spot, 
and during the red-hot glow of appreciation.’ His method 
of record was to annotate, with compressed observations, a 
printed copy of the play. Dealing with Macbeth , his intro¬ 
ductory sentence, “ Of Lady Macbeth there is not a great 
deal in this play, but the wonderful genius of Mrs. Siddons 
makes it the whole,” is a chapter in itself. In the banquet 
scene, at the dispersion of the guests, Professor Bell noted 
that she “ Descends in great eagerness ; voice almost choked 
with anxiety to prevent their questioning; alarm, hurry, rapid 
and convulsive as if afraid Macbeth should tell of the murder 
of Duncan.” In support of his initial avouchment that a great 
player adds very much even to Shakespeare, Mr. Bell noted 
how the flagging of Lady Macbeth’s spirit, ‘the melancholy 
and dismal blank beginning to steal’ upon her were more 
the creation of Mrs. Siddons than of Shakespeare. These 
manifestations commenced after the dismissal of the guests 
in her two lines, 

“Almost at odds with morning, which is which,” 

which she made ‘Very sorrowful. Quite exhausted,’ and 

“You lack the season of all natures, sleep,” 

which she made ‘feeble now, and as if preparing for her last 
sickness and final doom.’ 

Naturally, and as we learn from all reporters, Mrs. Siddons 
reserved the profoundest impression of all for the sleep-walking 
scene. She has described her preparatory concentration, and 
how, when she sat in her Drury Lane dressing-room, striving 
to abstract herself from trivial surroundings, (Sheridan came 
knocking, and would not be refused, because he wanted to 
tell her she would spoil everything if she insisted on setting 
down the candlestick, an action contrary to tradition and the 
custom of the deceased Mrs. Pritchard. But ‘A has la 
tradition ! ’ was as much the rule of Mrs. Siddons as of the 
other Madame Sarah, and so the candlestick was set down 
that she might the better (to use her own words) ‘ act over 
again the accumulated horrors of her whole conduct,’ and the 
house was enraptured, and Sheridan converted. We know, 
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too, from her Memoranda, how she carried with her from the 
stage so overmastering an impression from her great scene 
that, to the astonishment of her dresser, she stood, unconsciously, 
before the glass, wringing her hands, and repeating 

“Here’s the smell of the blood still.” 

And what an imaginative miracle she must have made 
of that scene in which the once predominant queen is beheld 
wandering, through galleries of hallucinations, doomed, like 
her husband, to sleep no more 1 Mrs. Siddons’s horror-struck 
eyes, her ‘ almost shroud-like clothing,’ 1 her groaning whispers, 
her uncanny immobility, even in gesticulating and walking 
about, made the audience shudder. “ Never moved, sir, never 
moved,” said Stephen Kemble, at the Garrick Club, when 
asked what had been his sister’s special ‘note’ in the scene. 
And yet there was a frightful energy in her way of rubbing 
at the damn6d spot, and it was to obtain this effect she set 
down the taper. Apparently, to judge from the following 
comments by the Rev. E. Mangin, she again took up the 
candle before her exit. He writes in Piozziana that he and 
Mrs. Piozzi 

“once conversed much on the subject of the manner in which 
Mrs. Siddons sought for the taper . . . when Mrs. P. seemed to 
think her right; which, I confess, I did not. The great actress 
used, as it were, to feel for the light; that is, while stalking 
backwards, and keeping her eyes glaring on the house: whereas, 
I have somewhere read, or heard, that the somnambulist appears 
to look steadily at the object in contemplation, and, in fact, sees 
it distinctly. It never was my chance to encounter any one 
walking in sleep . . . but an ingenious friend of mine, and 
intimate with Mrs. Siddons, told me that she once did witness 
the fact; and if so, in all likelihood took her lesson for the 
splendid scene in question from nature.” 

In the sleep-walking scene, Professor Bell noted, she entered 
suddenly. He would have liked her to enter less suddenly. 
“A slower and more interrupted step more natural.” “She 
advanced rapidly to the table, sets down the light and rubs her 
hand, making the action of lifting up water in one hand at 

1 Boaden. 
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intervals.” Against her final ‘Oh, oh, oh!’ “this,” he notes, 
“not a sigh. A convulsive shudder—very horrible. A tone of 
imbecility audible in the sigh.” 

John Wilson, in the character of the Ettrick Shepherd, gives 
the best collective impression of Mrs. Siddons in this greatest 
scene:— 

“‘Onwards she used to come . . . her gran’ high straicht- 
nosed face, whiter than ashes ... no Sarah Siddons—but just 
Leddy Macbeth hersel — though through that melancholy 
masquerade o’ passion, the spectator aye had a confused 
glimmerin’ apprehension o’ the great actress. . . . But, Lord 
safe us! that hollow, broken-hearted voice, “ Out, damned 
spot.” ... It was a dreadfu’ homily yon, sirs; and wha that 
saw’t would ever ask whether tragedy or the stage was moral, 
purging the soul, as she did, wi’ pity and wi’ terror ? ’ ” 

Mrs. Siddons died on June 8th, 1831, and, next day, Fanny 
Kemble decided to play Lady Macbeth at Covent Garden— 
“ the Lady Macbeth will never be seen again.” 

Mrs. Siddons first played Desdemona on March 8th, 1785. 
It was the next part she undertook after her conquest of Lady 
Macbeth, and her plasticity—within the limits of tragedy—is 
symbolised by the observation some one made that, as ‘the 
gentle lady married to the Moor,’ she appeared less tall than in 
her previous incarnation. She was a deeply affecting, even a 
winning Desdemona, and, as a proof that she was not always 
on the high horse, it is worth noting that more than one critic 
dwelt on her ‘ familiar persuasiveness ’ in the earlier scenes, just 
as, in Romeo and Juliet, Boaden admired her ‘ artlessness ’ with 
Lady Capulet and the Nurse. Campbell writes :— 

“ I never wondered at her in any character so much as in 
Desdemona . . . . The first time I saw the great actress represent 
Desdemona was at Edinburgh, when I was a very young man. 

I had gone into the theatre without a play-bill. 1 knew not 
that she was in the place. I had never seen her before since I 
was a child of eight years old; and, though I ought to have 
recognised her from that circumstance, and from her picture, 
yet I was for sometime not aware that I was looking at the 
tragic Queen. But her exquisite gracefulness, and the emotions 
and plaudits of the house, ere long convinced me that she must 
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be some very great actress,—only the notion I had preconceived 
of her pride and majesty made me think that ‘ this soft, sweet 
creature , could not be the Siddons? ” 

Mrs. Sidclons was well satisfied with her effect in the part. 
“ You have no idea how the innocence and playful simplicity of 
Desdemona have laid hold on the hearts of the people,” she 
wrote to the Whalleys. “ I am very much flattered by this, as 
nobody ever has done anything with that character before.” 

‘D. L. April 30 [1785] For bt. of Mrs. Siddons. As You 
Like It/ 1 In the earlier provincial period, Rosalind had been a 
favourite character of Mrs. Siddons’s, but it did nothing for her 
now established fame; she blundered, indeed, in undertaking it. 
With the consciousness of great power and practice, performers 
in every art are too often led to think everything possible to 
their efforts. Rosalind’s whimsical and pensive raillery is what 
Boaden calls sober comedy, and contains no touch of the farcical 
for which Mrs. Siddons would have been totally unfitted, that 
being ‘not her nature,’ but Rosalind’s essential airiness, the 
wohlgeboren comedy element, was almost equally outside Mrs. 
Siddons’s compass. Colman called her, in comedy, a frisking 
Gog, and the better-bred Charles Young, speaking particularly 
of her Rosalind, said— 

“ it wanted neither playfulness nor feminine softness; but it 
was totally without archness, not because she did not properly 
conceive it—but how could such a countenance be arch ? ” 

Even so devout an admirer as the Rt. Hon. William 
Windham was relatively lukewarm as to Rosalind. On June 
7th, 1786, he entered in his Diary—“ Mrs. Siddons did ‘ Rosalind ’ 
much better than the first time, but . . . there is a want of 
hilarity in it; it is just, but not easy. The highest praise that 
can be given to her comedy is, that it is the perfection of art; 
but her tragedy is the perfection of nature.” 2 

In ‘assuming the male habit,’ as Rosalind, she was too 
prudish for anything. Her beautiful stage figure was disguised 
by ‘an ambiguous vestment that seemed neither male nor 
female,’ and some one observed that she walked about as little 

1 Genest. 

2 Cf. Fanny Burney on Mrs. Siddons’s Rosalind, Diary of Madame D’Arilay, 
iv. 309, 1904-05. 
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as possible. With reference to a later ‘page’s * dress, she wrote 
characteristically to William Hamilton, as follows:— 

“ Mrs. Siddons would be extremely obliged to Mr. Hamilton, 
if he would be so good as to make her a slight sketch for a 
boy’s dress, to conceal the person as much as possible.” 

The newspapers ridiculed the Rosalind ‘vestment,’ and 
fairly, for she played the part from choice, and it was her duty 
to dress it naturally. On all occasions, she was ultra-nice as to 
‘ the limits ’ (to quote Punch's Frenchman) ‘ of her propriety.’ 

Though I have come upon no written notice of the part, I 
have seen a small print of “ ‘ Mrs. Siddons in Princess Katherine ’ 
King Henry V. Act V. Scene 2. ‘ Is it possible dat I should 
love the Enemy of France?’ Burney del* 1 Thornthwaite Sculp. 
Printed for J. Bell. British Library, Strand, London, Dec. 6th 
1785.” In many an outrageously bad portrait, engraved 
for the Lady's Magazine , the European Magazine, etc., Mrs. 
Siddons, in one or another well-known tragedy part, is recog¬ 
nisable alone by the ultra-long nose assigned her. 

She first played Portia, after 1782, in London, at John 
Kemble’s benefit, Drury Lane, April 6th, 1786. In 1788, she 
named Portia to Walpole (with whom she was then beginning 
to be on visiting terms) as the stock part in which she most 
wished him to see her. Perhaps she wished to wipe out ancient 
records of her failure in The Merchant of Venice, perhaps she 
judged that her interlocutor had a comedy taste. But Horace, 
who did not care for the play, and was clear that Mrs. Siddons’s 
warmest devotees did ‘not hold her above a demig oddess in 
comedy,’ expressed a stronger desire to see her as Athenais, 
in Nathaniel Lee’s Theodosius. “Her scorn,” he said, “is 
admirable.” 

It is worth contrasting the view universally taken of her 
unfitness for The Merchant of Vetzice, in her immaturity, in 
1775, with what Shelley’s second father-in-law had to say 
about her acting, in her prime, of the scenes in the play we 
should least associate with Siddons genius. Naturally, to 
worship the risen sun is easier than to discern streaks of dawn. 
Of the way in which, in Act v., she chaffed Bassanio as to 
the missing ring, Godwin wrote:— 

“ There was something inexpressibly delightful in beholding 
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a woman of her general majesty condescend for once to become 
sportive. There was a marvellous grace in her mode of doing 
this; and her demure and queen-like smile, when, appearing 
to be most in earnest, she was really most in jest, gave her a 
loveliness, that it would be in vain for me to endeavour to find 
words to express.” 

Though she never played Beatrice, in Much Ado about 
Nothing , in London, she had played the part, in 1779, in 
Bath, and, in August, 1795, Miss Seward wrote to Whalley, 
after seeing her go through some of her Shakespearean parts 
in Birmingham, “ O, Mr. Whalley, what an enchanting Beatrice 
she is! ” 

As Ophelia (May 15th, 1786), which Mrs. Sicldons performed 
once only, there could be no danger of her knowing only her 
own ‘ lengths ’—as was said of Mrs. Pritchard’s Lady Macbeth, 
for, as we have seen, she had long ago performed the tragedy’s 
title-r 61 e, never re-acted by her in London. She, also, sometimes 
played—not, in London, till April 29th, 1796—its premier 
female part, the Queen. We read, and can believe, that as 
piteous Ophelia she was no mere dishevelled ballad-singer, but 
made the utmost of the character, and gave peculiar tragic 
power to the ‘ rue for you ’ addressed to Queen Gertrude. 
Earlier in the scene, her look and gesture so electrified the 
Queen, when she seized her arm, that the startled lady, Mrs. 
Hopkins, old stager though she was, forgot her words. Players, 
as we saw in the case of Holman and the elder Macready, 
remain, in spite of inurement, impressible creatures. 

Ophelia being a short part, Mrs. Siddons reappeared before 
her supporters on the same evening as the Lady, in Dalton and 
Colman’s arrangement of Comus. Crabb Robinson found that 
‘ she spoke in too tragic a tone for the situation and character.’ 
It was the only time in his life he saw her without pleasure. 
Even she could make of a part so undramatic nothing more 
than a recitation, so far comparable to Collins’s Ode on the 
Passions , which she gave after King Henry the Eighth , on 
March 26th, 1792, and Robert Merry’s Britannia's Ode, which 
she several times recited, on George Ill’s restoration to sanity 
in 1789, dressed as Britannia, and seating herself, at the close, 
in the attitude of ‘ La Belle Stuart ’ on the penny. 
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Turning to Boaden for his notice of Imogen, first essayed by 
Mrs. Siddons for her earlier benefit in 1787 (January 29th), 
we find him heavily rapturous. It is doubtful, all the same, 
whether she made the part saisisscmt . Imogen is handicapped 
by her story, for, without venturing so far as to term Cymbeline 
—but for Imogen—one of Shakespeare’s failures, it may be 
permitted to call to mind that Matthew Arnold styled it (in 
conversation) ‘ an odd, broken-backed sort of a thing.’ 

It might have been expected that Shakespeare’s great filial 
part, Cordelia, a character more hallowed, and more human, 
than Isabella, would have appealed both to Mrs. Siddons’s 
taste and genius. Campbell, however, relates that she spoke 
of it to him as ‘a secondary part,’ and said she should not 
have played it but for strengthening her brother’s Lear. It is 
to be feared that even Mrs. Siddons estimated a part largely 
by the number of its entrances. I can find no adequate notices 
of her Cordelia. She first played it for her benefit of 
January 21st, 1788. The part had never been popular with 
eigteenth-century people. They held it ‘a character of no 
great power.’ Mrs. Siddons’s Cordelia, it should be remem¬ 
bered, was the degenerate princess of Nahum Tate (of Messrs. 
Tate and Brady, Dry Psalters). 

Descending to a lower platform, Mrs. Siddons acted, at 
Kemble’s benefit, on March 13th, 1788, Katharine, in Garrick’s 
condensation of The Taming of the Shrew , but she made little 
impression as the too easily subdued termagant. Of what 
great impression is the part, indeed, capable? 

For her own benefit, May 5th, 1788, All for Love , Dryden’s 
noble imitation of Antony and Cleopatra , was revived, with 
Mrs. Siddons as the heroine Byron calls ‘ coquettish to the last, 
as well with the asp as with Antony.’ Once or twice, Kemble 
asked her to play Shakespeare’s Cleopatra, but, for what 
Genest thought ‘a very foolish reason,’ she always declined. 
Her reason was, at least, a characteristic one, viz., that 
she should hate herself if she should play the part as it ought 
to be played. 

When Johnson, in his historic interview with her, asked 
her ‘which of Shakespeare’s characters she was most pleased 
with,’ she answered that ‘ she thought the character of Catherine 
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in Henry the Eighth the most natural/ and the Sage coincide 
With her assumption of Shakespeare’s last-written female pa: 
on November 25th, 1788, we first feel conscious of her increa 
ing suitability for forceful and magnanimous, in contradistincti< 
to tender and dependent, characters. Physical, as well 
mental, maturity is becoming, indeed, necessary to Quei 
Katharine, who was nearly fifty, as much as to Volumnia, t 
mother of a man. Yet, taking Mrs. Siddons’s Shakespeare, 
parts chronologically, it will be observed that she play 
these two before her first appearance, in London, as Juliet, 

Her embodiment of Queen Katharine was no less supe 
than her moral rendering of the character. Much of her a 1 
and majesty, something of her fire, are preserved in Geor 
Henry Harlow’s velvety piece of painting, The Court for ; 
trial of Queen Katharine , and Gcnest says that a person w 
had never seen Mrs. Siddons would form, from this portn 
a better idea of her figure, face, and manner than from a 
description. 

We may compare with what Campbell and every otl 
competent reporter had to say of the enlightenment she sh 
on Shakespeare Erskine’s experto crede pronouncement that 1 
speeches were a school for orators. In Act I. of King Hei 
the Eighth , where the examination of Buckingham’s survej 
takes place, nothing finer was ever seen on the stage than ] 
judge-like solemnity when she interrupted Wolscy’s instrum* 
in his schooled charge against Buckingham. 

‘ * Take good heed 

You charge not in your spleen a noble person, 

And spoil your nobler soul! I say, take heed ”- 

Since the Portia of her immaturity, she had never 1 
such an opportunity for what our forefathers called le 
declamation as in Katharine’s Trial. Here she originatec 
magnificent piece of business in distinguishing, by her gesti 
pause, and emphasis, between Campeius and Wolsey— 

Campeius. —“It’s fit . . . their arguments 
Be now produc’d and heard. 

Q. Kath, — Lord cardinal,— 

To you I speak. 

Wol .— Your pleasure, madam?” 









“ ‘ Lord cardinal, 
To Y O U I speak ! ’ " 
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When the legate rises, noted Professor Bell— 

“. . . she turns from him impatiently; then makes a sweet 
bow of apology, but dignified. Then to Wolsey, turned and 
looking from him, with her hand pointing back to him, in a 
voice of thunder, ‘to you I speak.’ This too loud perhaps; 
you must recollect her insulted dignity and impatience of 
spirit before fully sympathising with it.” 

The scene where the two churchmen find the Queen 
among her ladies gave scope for all Mrs. Siddons’s intel¬ 
lectuality in acting. Out of her realisation of the just- 
minded, long-enduring Queen’s penetration in seeing the 
snare the Cardinals had laid, she reconstructed one of the 
most bracing of Shakespeare’s scenes, in all its poignancy. 

The following description, quoted by Campbell, of 
Katharine’s death-scene is from the pen of James Ballantyne. 
We find from it that, here, again, Mrs. Siddons became the 
uncompromising realist she was wont to be in scenes of 
gradual death:— ' 

“. . . Through her feeble frame and the death-stricken ex¬ 
pression of her features, she displayed that morbid fretfulness of 
look, that restless desire of changing place and position, which 
frequently attends death. She sought relief from the irrita¬ 
bility of illness by often shifting her situation in her chair; 
having the pillows against which she was propped every 
now and then removed and re-adjusted; bending forward 
and sustaining herself, while speaking, by the pressure of 
her hands upon her knees; and playing amongst her drapery 
with restless and uneasy fingers.” 1 

Another character in which Mrs. Siddons collaborated 
with Shakespeare was Volumnia in Coriolanus. She first 
played the part on February 7th, 1789, and it at once 
became one of her finest. Twenty-two years later, when 
she was playing it—still, to her brother’s famous Coriolanus 

1 Campbell, ii. 149-50. I have, to my regret, been unable to trace an existent 
copy of the book quoted, viz., Dramatic Characters of Mrs. Siddons , Edinburgh, 
1812. It consisted of criticisms, most of which had appeared in Ballantyne’s 
the Edinburgh Evening Courant, and were here reprinted, ‘ by the express wish of 
Mrs. Siddons.’ Ballantyne (not D. Terry, as Campbell thought) himself wrote the 
Courants dramatic criticism, and was referred to by the Shepherd, in ‘Noctes, No. 32, 
as ‘the best theatrical creetic in EmbroV 

9 
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—in her farewell performances at Covent Garden, Lawrenci 
wrote to Joseph Farington, R.A., “The Town is fashionably 
and I had almost said rationally mad after it.” 1 

An actress whose physique had become unfit for youthfu 
parts might naturally decline on Volumnia, but this was no 
the case with Mrs. Siddons, for she made her first triumpl 
in the part at thirty-three, when, complains Genest, lie 
dissidence from Woffington’s self-denying practice of aginj 
her face made her appear Coriolanus’s sister. 

The very name, ‘Volumnia,’ seems to express Mrs. Siddons 
She was the one actress who can ever have approached ii 
outward resemblance to a correspondence with the augus 
image used by Coriolanus— 

“ My mother bows ; 

As if Olympus to a molehill should 
In supplication nod.” 

Her noble form, with what Hazlitt called its ‘ decidec 
sweeping majesty,’ seemed the natural mould for the magni 
tude and elevation of the sentiments Volumnia utters. Sh 
did not need, like Harvard, to study her attitudes betwee; 
six looking-glasses, it was enough to feel the passion, anc 
because she was a sublime actress, the action followed. He 
Roman matron was herself, and thus she would have desirei 
to act had the play been reality. 

The best description ever given of an isolated piece c 
acting relates to her Volumnia, and, since ‘ there’s none care; 
like a fellow of the craft,’ it proceeds, as we might expeci 
from an actor. Julian Young recalled, as follows, Charle 
Young’s impression of her exultant pantomime, in Act II 
when her son returns to Rome ‘ Coriolanus ’:— 

"... instead of dropping each foot, at equi-distance . . 
in cadence subservient to the orchestra . . . with head erec 
and hands pressed firmly to her bosom, as if to repress b; 
manual force its triumphant swellings, she towered above a' 
around her, and almost reeled across the stage; her ver 
soul, as it were, dilating and rioting in its exultation, unt: 
her action lost all grace, and, yet, became so true to natun 
1 Sir Thomas Lawrence's Letter-Bag, 86. 
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so picturesque, and so descriptive, that, pit and gallery sprang 
to their feet, electrified by the transcendent execution of the 
conception.” 

Juliet, on our stage, like Phedre in France, is traditionally 
regarded as the touchstone of an actress’s tragic powers, and 
yet how rarely has an actress established her fame by her 
Juliet! There was no general enthusiasm over the part when 
Mrs. Siddons first assumed it for her benefit night, May nth, 
1789, and she never repeated it. Leigh Hunt found that she 
was too stately and self-subdued for ‘the amatory pathetic.’ 
Any ascendancy over her of a mother or a cackling nurse 
seemed preposterous, and the thoughtful strength of her features 
alone contradicted a passion ‘too rash, too unadvis’d, too 
sudden.’ Compared with Shakespeare’s, her vision of love 
was middle-aged, it was in tune with a sublimated version 
of ‘John Anderson, my Jo, John.’ Her faithful knight, Boaden, 
tried to champion her by depreciating Juliet, whose ardency 
he called “ entirely without dignity: it springs up, like the 
mushroom, in a night, and its flavour is earthy.” 

As, during the tragedy’s progress, the serious interest of 
risk and calamity deepened, Mrs. Siddons responded to its 
call. In her forecast of the horrors awaiting her in the 
Capulet monument, she was, at last, and then only, truly herself 
—vivid, terrific, and original. 

One of the minor Shakespearean queens, Elizabeth, 
widow of Edward IV, was originally performed by her, on 
February 7th, 1792, to her brother’s Richard in, but there 
was little to be made out of the character. She could have 
done more with her early part, Lady Anne, or with Queen 
Margaret. 

It is interesting to know that Hermione, first played on 
March 25th, 1802, a decade before her retirement, was the 
last of her new characters, whether in or out of Shakespeare. 
In 1785, she had written to Whalley, “I am going to under¬ 
take your adored Hermione this winter. You know I was 
always afraid of her ...” but the Hermione spoken of was, 
most probably, Hermione in Philips’s Distressed Mother , which 
she played for her benefit, March 4th, 1786. 

As for the greater Hermione, she could not have made a 
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better choice for her waning maturity, in 1802, than this wife 
and mother part, and she was nobly imaginative in it. As 
Boaden rightly says, it would be absurd to suppose that 
characters like Belvidera and Southcrnc’s Isabella proved as 
delightful to audiences in Mrs. Siddons’s autumn as they had 
been in her April, but her Constance, Lady Macbeth, Hcrmione, 
and Volumnia were no less beautiful and compelling in her 
final season than when first she impersonated them. In her 
artistic career there was no solution of continuity; only, her 
favourite range of characters gradually settled among women 
imagined by Shakespeare as ml mezzo del cammm. 

To think of the incalculable extension of Shakespeare’s 
influence due to Mrs. Siddons is to be reminded of the 
pretty lines M. Rostand recited to her dramatic namesake 
on December 9th, 1896— 

“ Tu sais bicn , Sarah , que quedquefois 
Tu sens furtivement se poser, quand tu Jones, 

Les tivres de Shakespeare aux halites de tes doiglsT 1 


1 Cf. Tennyson, To W. C. Macready, 1851— 

“Our Shakespeare's bland and universal eye 
Dwells pleased, through twice a hundred years, on thee.” 
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JOHN PHILIP KEMBLE 

L ITTLE is seen of Roger Kemble after the emergence 
of Mrs. Siddons and John. A few glimpses given by 
Boaden indicate that the patriarch did not lack what 
Mr. H. B. Irving (writing in the Fortnightly Review, August 
1906) aptly termed the ‘rather Crummles-like solemnity’ of 
the entire family. In 1788, ‘Kemble Senior 5 played, ‘very 
well, 5 in The Miller of Mansfield at the Haymarket, at the 
benefit of his daughter-in-law, Mrs. Stephen Kemble. He 
was sixty-seven, and it was his metropolitan d^but, so 
advertised. The fact that the old man received a cheque for 
Rig, 5s., signed by Richard Peake, the Drury Lane treasurer, 
on ‘ N 5 account, and Genest’s report of a banker’s refusing him, 
during the winter of 1786, a share in some beneficent fund 
lodged in his hands, on the ground that ‘ he could not con¬ 
sider the father of Mrs. Siddons, who was making so much 
money, as a fit object of charity/ do not, necessarily, prove 
neglect on the part of Roger’s wealthier children. York 
Herald contributes the fact that, “in 1792, Arms, with the 
crest of a Boar’s head between a branch of laurel and one 
of palm was granted to Roger Kemble of Kentish Town” 
(cf. R. K.’s designation in pedigree, p. 5). During his last 
years, Roger appears to have lived with the John Kembles, at 
89 Great Russell Street, and from there he was buried. At the 
time of his death, John was holidaying in Madrid, whence 
he wrote to Charles:— 

“Nothing in my opinion could be better judged than 

your interring my poor father without the least affectation of 

any parade, and I agree with you entirely, that his remains 

should be protected by a simple stone; but I beg that in 
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the plain memorial inscribed on it his age may be men¬ 
tioned. Long life implies virtuous habits, and they are real 
honours.” 

Creditable platitudes came naturally to every member of 
the House of Kemble. With more nature, the traveller had 
written, on the previous day :— 

“How in vain have I delighted myself in thousands of 
inconvenient occurrences on this journey, with the thought of 
contemplating my fathers cautious incredulity while I related 
them to him ! ” 

As we have already found, John Kemble by no means 
sprang into his position of being the ‘ top-tragedian ’ of the day 
without a stern probationary period. But, beyond and £ back of’ 
the gentleman’s education he had received at Sedgeley Park 
and the Douai College, the young actor possessed ambition, 
ability, and will. On September 30th, 1783, he made his 
ddbut, as Hamlet, at Drury Lane, thanks to Mrs. Sicldons’s 
influence, and we read that, on his appearing, every one 
murmured, ‘Iiow very like his sister!’ To realise the strong 
resemblance, we have but to turn to Lawrence’s portrait of 
him, as Hamlet, in his fur and feathers, ruminatory, handling 
Yorick’s skull, and poised (as a child might think) on the 
top of a globe, like Moses on Pisgah. Kemble’s height and 
size, said Scott, reviewing Boaden’s Life of Kemble , were 
“on a scale suited for the stage, and almost too large for a 
private apartment.” The English Theatre , on the other hand, 
describing his early performances, found—in the quaint style 
of the period—that “he wants that fullness of chest and 
abdomen which gives a finished appearance.” 

Still, as in Henderson’s time, ‘Gentleman Smith’ was in 
possession of the best tragedy parts at Drury Lane, and 
more than two months elapsed before Kemble and Mrs. 
Siddons—in obedience to the King and Queen’s desire—were 
seen together in parts of equal consequence. Smith’s retire¬ 
ment in 1788, synchronising with Kemble’s elevation to the 
stage management, cleared the field, and, thenceforth, Kemble 
almost invariably supported his sister. 

It might have been imagined that she would find it 
insipid and difficult to act with such a near relation, and 
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one inclines to think that the brother and sister, and, what 
is commoner, the husband and wife combination produces, 
in the audience, some diminution of illusion, a suggestion 
corroborated by the fact that few married couples appear 
on programmes under one surname. Fanny Kemble, who 
constantly acted in tragedies with Charles Kemble, found the 
personal relation a painful element, the sight of his anguish 
or displeasure invariably bringing him before her as her 
father, and not in the part he was playing. But the greatest 
member of the family so forgot everyday life in her part 
that she was absolutely unhampered, and, during her earlier 
and middle years at Drury Lane, she could not have found 
another tragic actor as competent as John. 

The members of clan Kemble—who were ever seeking to 
turn their theatre, whether Drury Lane or Covent Garden, 
into a family concern—rarely permitted themselves the luxury 
of home criticism. Once, however, Mrs. Siddons (in 1805) 
wrote of John’s stage lovemaking as outsiders spoke of it:— 

“ I do not like to play Belvidera to John’s Jaffier so well as 
I shall when Charles has the part: John is too cold—too 
formal, and does not seem to put himself into the character: 
his sensibilities are not as acute as they ought to be for the 
part of a lover: Charles, in other characters far inferior to 
John, will play better in Jaffier—I mean to my liking. We 
have rehearsed it.” 

Her determined alternative, not of Cooke, nor Johnston, 
nor Brunton, but ‘ Charles,’ reminds one, in its spirit, of 
Stevenson’s Brothers of Cauldstaneslap. They haed a gude 
pride o’ themsel’s, and the Kembles were like them. Mrs. 
Inchbald somewhere animadverts on the ‘too conscious 
elevation ’ of the whole Kemble group. 

John Kemble’s speciality lay in all that was eloquent and 
grandiloquent in tragedy. He was a fine actor, not a great 
actor, less ‘born’ than his sister, more ‘made.’ In 1783, before 
he played Hamlet, he copied out the part forty times; like 
Mrs. Siddons, he wrote an analysis of the character of Macbeth 
—Macbeth Reconsidered (1786; enlarged, in 1817, into Macbeth 
and King Richard the Third ); if ever he felt he had played 
beneath his powers, he would say, disgustedly, “ I acted to- 
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night THIRTY SHILLINGS a week.” By reason of his 
own stately cast of mind, he made a superb Roman, and, 
though both Leigh limit and llazlitt thought Ponruddock in 
Cumberland’s The Wheel of Fortune his best impersonation, 
general tradition sides with Macready in associating him most 
closely with the high-reared class pride of Coriolanus. His 
strength (like Zola’s in fiction) lay in working out a character 
in the grip of a fixed idea. Then, he would elaborate the 
author’s meaning, leaving nothing to chance, nothing to the 
inspiration of the moment, till, sometimes, the intensity of 
the grapple set his imagination aglow, and he created a part 
as convincingly alive as Washington Irving says his Zanga 
was, in Young’s Revenge. “lie gave,” said llazlitt, “the 
deepest interest to the uninterrupted progress of individual 
feeling.” “ He is great,” said Scott, “ in those parts where 
character is tinged by some acquired and systematic habit, like 
stoicism or misanthropy.” 

To a typical extent, he was a classic, as opposed to an 
impressionist, actor. I'orgetting Garrick, he reverted to Quin’s 
methods, exactly as, forgetting him, Kean was to revert to 
Garrick’s. Kemble thought out the flexure of every finger. 
In his earnestness, he was humble enough to inquire 
searchingly of Mrs. Inchbald how Henderson had played Sir 
Giles Overreach in Massinger’s A New Way to Pay Old Debts. 

. . I shall be uneasy if I have not an idea of his dress, 
even to the shape of his buckles, and what rings he wears on 
his hands.” 

Except at rare intervals, Kemble lacked power to let 
himself go. Too often, people could smell the machine oil. 
In consequence of too great solicitude, his acting sometimes 
failed to produce the effect intended ; “ for very love of self 
himself he slew,” as, when, in playing Coriolanus, he over¬ 
laboured the superciliousness and nonchalance till llazlitt was 
reminded of the unaccountably abstracted air, contracted 
eyebrows, and suspended chin of a person about to sneeze. 

Combined with perfect enunciation, the ‘weighty sense,’ 
which, says Lamb, Kemble put into every line was in itself 
an attraction to the judicious, while it gave the unskilful a 
vague conviction of personal dignity in the actor. Kemble 
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showed that he believed in things poetic and ideal, and he 
induced audiences to partake his faith and taste. He may 
possibly have owed some of his solemnity of manner to his 
priestly training, but his aims were high, and, as an actor- 
manager, he, too, with Garrick and Macready, honestly merited 
Tennyson’s tribute to the three, that they 

“made a nation purer through their art” 

Actors, as stage history so often reminds us, are ignorant 
of their weak side. Kemble had a strong inclination to play 
Charles Surface. He only gave Sheridan the opportunity to 
tell him, after he had done so, that he had ‘ entirely executed 
his design.’ A player in whose acting there was, according 
to Hazlitt, ‘neither variableness nor shadow of turning,’ whose 
pauses Sheridan recommended should be filled up with music, 
was not likely to excel in light comedy, and we may well 
believe his friend, John Taylor’s, statement— 

“Whene’er he tries the airy and the gay, 

Judgment, not genius, marks the cold essay.” 

In Kemble’s opinion, knowledge and study, if only 
profound enough, qualified their possessor equally for comedy 
and tragedy. Sir Walter Scott, in a letter to Mrs. Maclean 
Clephane, best summed up, for and against, the art of his 
friend, ‘King John,’ as he sometimes called him, or (quoting 
his own Claud Halcro) ‘glorious John.’ “ He is,” wrote Scott, 
“ a lordly vessel, goodly and magnificent, when going large 
before the wind, but wanting the facility to go ‘ ready 
about.’ ” 

If Kemble had not been an actor, he might have become 
a more prominent philologist than his nephew and namesake, 
Charles’s elder son. He overlaid several Shakespearean 
passages with ingenious ‘readings,’ regarding the rightness 
of which, however fantastic, he remained inflexible. He had 
a liking for christening characters to whom Shakespeare and 
other dramatists had given no individual names. He was 
born for those textual niceties which, as a rule, are un¬ 
profitable on the stage because they tend to subordinate the 
whole to a part. Commercially unprofitable one, at least, of 
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his pedantries was not. This was the archaistic pronunciation 
of ‘ aches 5 as ‘ aitches ’ in The Tempest — 

“Fill all Ihy bones with aches”— 


for a zealous public was, Gcnest states, so hitrigud by the 
innovation that the piece lived several nights longer than 
Thomas Harris, then patentee of Covent Garden, had 
anticipated, and caused Cooke, who, one night, played Prospero, 
to draw as well as Kemble, because people wanted to hear 
how he would manage the critical lines. lie left them out. 

Mrs. Siddons’s son Henry’s daughter, Mrs. Mair, states, in 
Recollections of the Past, that Kemble would never allow the 
Henry Siddons children to say ‘ funny.’ 1 “ A wrong word, 

or one wrongly pronounced, affected him as a wrong note 
in music affects a musician.” Every one recollects the story, 
included in Coleridge’s Table Talk, of how Kemble was 
discoursing in his measured manner after dinner at Lord 
Guildford’s, when the servant announced his carriage :— 

“ He nodded, and went on. The announcement took place 
twice afterwards; Kemble each time nodding his head a 
little more impatiently, but still going on. At last, and for 
the fourth time, the servant entered, and said, ‘ Mrs. Kemble 
says, sir, she has the rheumatzk^, and cannot stay.’ ‘ Add ism ! ’ 
dropped John, in a parenthesis, and proceeded quietly in his 
harangue.” 

A list of his linguistic affectations is given in the appendix tc 
Leigh Hunt's Essays on the Performers of the London Theatres 
He called ‘fastidious,’ ‘fastijjus,’ and ‘ Aufidius,’ ‘ Aufijjus.’ Pie 
said ‘To air is human.’ With him, ‘pierces’ became ‘purses, 
‘ virtue ’ and ‘ merchant,’ ‘ varchue ’ and ‘ marchant.’ How he 
justified some of the pronunciations he insisted on passes 
understanding. His ‘ Room ’ and ‘ goolcl,’ however, were nc 
more than the pronunciation traditional, up till comparatively 
recently, in many old English families. So did Lando: 
pronounce ‘Rome’ and ‘gold.’ 

In October, 1788, Kemble succeeded Tom King a: 

1 John Kemble had no children. A firofios, Emery thus criticised his acting 
“ He has no natur; not a bit. But then he never wur the feyther of a child, an< 
that accounts for it.” 
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Drury Lane’s Manager, under Sheridan and his co-proprietors. 
Sheridan’s co-proprietors were sleeping partners, and their 
combined interest only amounted to half the total. King 
retired in disgust. He had never been given a free hand, 
even so far as to order ‘ a yard of copper lace ’ on a costume. 
Kemble entered upon his new office with enthusiasm. As 
yet, he did not know his Sheridan. 

While credit permitted, he seems to have been empowered 
to run the theatre according to his views. In what would 
nowadays be thought a palaeolithic way, he liked to see 
classics picturesquely mounted, and, when he played Brutus 
or Coriolanus, he even aimed—in spite of skimpy togas— 
at something doing duty for an ‘ archaeological revival.’ He 
was, however gropingly, the forerunner of Charles Kean, 
and first of the moderns.. 

Garrick’s Drury, architecturally condemned, was pulled 
down in 1791, and Sheridan’s new theatre, double the size, 
capable of holding 3611 people, vast, impracticable, unfinished, 
was opened in 1794. Shortly after, Mrs. Siddons described 
the new building—Henry Holland’s—as ‘a wilderness of a 
place.’ She was finding it necessary to magnify and under¬ 
line gestures, voice, and facial expression to suit it. Before 
the closing of the earlier house, Kemble presented The 
Tempest , with, according to contemporary notions, ‘extra¬ 
ordinary magnificence.’ 

Among serious critics there was much head-shaking over 
Kemble’s zeal for 

“those gilt gauds men-children swarm to see.” 

Boaden says the actors, as a matter of course, foresaw 
that spectacular staging would subordinate the importance 
and prestige of acting. One wonders what they would have 
said in a day when Shakespeare is deemed scarcely pre¬ 
sentable unless helped out with lurid sunsets, classic 
architecture, running waterfalls, horses, a donkey, or a wolf¬ 
hound, when in vain Mr. Gordon Craig seeks to persuade a 
coarsened public that the thing needful is not scenery, but 
a scene, suggestive, undiverting, designed, not to ‘ give reality ’ 
—for theatrical illusion can only be established through 
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feeling—but to spare long passages of description. If we 
could see Mrs. Siddons acting in a bare hall, who can 
suppose but that, in three minutes, we should be heedless 
of the absence of ‘ scenery ’ ? Boaden unhesitatingly states— 
to moderns the remark must seem the acme of quaintness 
—that Kemble and his sister never proved themselves such 
transcendent actors as when they made good their ascendancy 
over “ accompaniments that would have rendered feebler 
merits contemptible.” 

The Sheridan-Kemble-Siddons constellation may have 
been, as was said, ‘the greatest variety of talent ever seen 
combined into one dramatic company,’ but, like Lord 
Grenville’s All the Talents, it did not contain the elements 
of permanence. In 1796, sickened with Sheridan’s non¬ 
payments and evasions, and the consequent exasperation 
and disorder behind the curtain, Kemble threw up his 
Managership, and was succeeded in it by Wroughton, who, 
in 1798, on his intended retirement from the stage, gave 
place to James Aickin. For the 1800-1 season, Kemble 
again took up managerial duties, in the idea of purchasing, 
together with Mrs. Siddons, into the property, but, owing 
to some uncertainty in the title, the negotiations came to 
nothing. Kemble, instead, purchased, in 1802, a sixth share 
(William Lewis, the comedian’s) of Covent Garden Theatre, 
paying, with the help of his friend, Iieathcote, £10,000 
down towards the £23,000 he was to be charged for it. He 
took a year’s holiday for foreign travel between his Drury 
Lane period and his new responsibilities. At the time of 
his leaving Drury Lane, his salary, as actor and Manager, 
was, nominally, £56, 14s. a week. At Covent Garden, it 
was, independently of his proprietary interest, £36 a week. 

Both Kemble and Mrs. Siddons now definitively quitted 
the House of Garrick, and, from the autumn of 1803 onwards, 
made Covent Garden their habitat, till each, in turn, bade 
farewell to the public from its boards. Kemble’s income from 
Covent Garden, including his proprietary share, acting, and 
management, has been estimated as £2500 per annum. I 
have not been able to ascertain whether Mrs. Siddons, before 
quitting Drury Lane, received all her much-mentioned arrears 
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of pay from Sheridan. Into that second £ drowning gulph,’ 
Covent Garden Theatre, she now put no capital, though, 
when Kemble went into the proprietorship, Mr. Siddons was, 
at first, mentioned, as likely to buy an additional share. 

The curse of Sheridan seemed to follow Kemble from 
t’other house, for, when, on September 20th, 1808, Covent 
Garden Theatre became ‘well alight,’ and, in under three 
hours, the interior was destroyed, with all its contents, 
including the jewels and lace—fine, curious, unreplaceable— 
which Mrs. Siddons had been collecting for thirty years, 1 
the cause of the fire was believed to have been the smouldering 
wadding of a musket, let off in Sheridan’s Pizarro. The loss 
of property was estimated at £150,000. Kemble rebuilt his 
house in less than a year, the company acting during the 
interim, first, at the Opera House—then called ‘the King’s 
Theatre ’—and, after, at the Haymarket Theatre. 

Kemble made a justifiable choice when he married the 
widow Brereton, n£e Priscilla Hopkins. She was an active, 
garrulous little woman—whose ‘ Priscilla ’ her husband shortened 
into ‘Pop,’ and the late Mrs. Mair remembered that, in 1822, 
the ever laborious John could not start on a short Italian tour 
without studying grammar, dictionaiy, Dante, and Tasso 
beforehand, with the result that grammarless ‘ Pop ’ made 
the waiters understand when he could do nothing. 

Aunt John, as the younger generation called her, was 
addicted to high society, and advantageously elated in it. 
While Kemble was abroad, during the hiatus between Drury 
Lane and Covent Garden (1802-3), she wrote from Lord 
Abercorn’s, Stanmore Priory, to her husband’s old ‘flirt/ 
Mrs. Inchbald:— 

“ Our Friday Evening was most splendid and to me in 
every way triumphant . . . the Prince [of Wales] . . . would not 
allow me to stand and talked in the most familiar manner 
and the most friendly for an Hour all this in presence of 
my friend Sheridan. Sheridan was very civil, and so was I. . . . 

1 Among the lace was a point veil, nearly five yards long, that had been, Mrs. 
Siddons told Lady Harcourt, ‘ a toilette of the poor Queen of France and worth 
over a thousand pounds, but that’s the least regret, it was so interesting ! ’—Undated 
letter, from Mrs. Siddons to Lady Harcourt, exhibited in the Guelph Exhibition. 
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Sheridan is little-minded enough to be vexed at seeing any 
of his performers admitted into the society he lives with. . . . 
I think the Houses I have been in during my Husband’s 
absence has been most creditable and serviceable to him as 
he has been constantly kept before the eyes of the great world, 
passages in his Letters talked of, etc.” 1 

The Kembles were even more intimate than Mrs. Siddons 
with the Greatheeds. In the library at Guy’s Cliffe is a 
portrait of Mrs. Kemble, representing a buxom, dkolletie 
lady in brown gown and scarlet turban. It was painted by 
the soil of the house, Bertie (il), whose own head—by himself 
—artistic, ardent-looking, with abundant hair, high collar, 
and voluminous necktie, hangs in the same room. 

Like Mrs. Siddons, ‘ Coriolanus,’ in private life, could not 
always forget he was off the stage. He, too, had the trick of 
talking in blank verse, and the late Rev. C. E. Bodham Donne, 
whose first wife was Kemble’s great-niece, used to tell a story 
of the actor’s entering an umbrella-shop, picking out a walking- 
stick, and saying to the shopman— 

“ This likes me well. The cost ? the cost ? ” 

If, away from the theatre, he was not guiltless of posing 
—what tragedy actor ever was?—his manner was by no 
means all stage buckram. lie was a kind, worthy, simple- 
hearted man, and he lived (to use Lamb’s phrase concerning 
him) in familiar habits with half the well-known intellects of 
his day. The idea of paying his footing, d la Garrick, with 
‘turns,’ recitations, or any other parlour tricks, was abhorrent 
to him. Where he went, he went as a gentleman like the 
others, never as the actor, off duty, but glad to be amusing. 
Lady Morgan’s Book of the Boudoir gives a droll glimpse of 
him at a party at Lady Cork’s in 1810. ‘The Wild Irish 
Girl,’ Sydney Owenson — she did not marry Sir Charles 
Morgan till 1812—was the new pet lioness. Kemble arrived 
when people were supping:— 

“ Mr. Kemble was evidently much pre-occupied and a 
little exalted. . . . He was seated ms-d-vis, and had repeatedly 
stretched his arm across the table for the purpose, as I 

1 The original letter, from which I quote, is in the Forster Collection, Victoria 
and Albert Museum. 










JOHN PHILIP KEMBLE 


143 


supposed, of helping himself to some boar’s head in jelly. 
Alas ! . . . my head happened to be the object which fixed 
his attention, which, being a true Irish cathah head, dark, 
cropped, and curly, struck him as a particularly well 
organized Brutus, and better than any in his repertoire of 
theatrical perukes. Succeeding at last in his feline and fixed 
purpose, he actually struck his claws in my locks, and, 
addressing me in the deepest sepulchral tones, asked, ‘Little 
girl, where did you buy your wig ? ’ ” 

The best thing Kemble ever said was his remark on 
Zoffany’s picture of Garrick and Mrs. Pritchard in Macbeth 
that it really represented the butler and housekeeper quarrel¬ 
ling over the carving-knives. Again, he was funny—to use 
the word he prohibited—when he prefaced a comic song by 
saying it was a favourite with one of the first comic singers 
of the day, Mrs. Siddons. As a matter of fact, Mrs. Siddons 
(whom her official biographer terms ‘ a passable vocalist ’) 
would sometimes indulge a select circle with Billy Taylor , 
rendered in a style of exaggerated solemnity. 

In convivial hours, which, fortunately, did not occur 
most nights, for he observed the Baron of Bradwardine’s 
distinction between ebrius and ebriosus, Kemble drank, 
solemnly, as became an earnest tragedian, but to a degree 
that sometimes resulted in his slipping under the table. 
His prime of life was circ. 1800, and he might have urged 
the plea of the contemporary Orkney clergyman, called to 
reply to a charge of inebriety, “ Reverend Moderator, I do 
drink, as other gentlemen do.” Campbell told a story of 
how, in Paris, he and Kemble, returning from too liberal an 
entertainment at Mme de Stael’s, fell discussing, in the 
carriage, whether Talma, being an actor, was as well worth 
meeting as an author. The argument grew personal, and] 
finally, Campbell, in a rage, got out, and walked home. Next 
morning, ‘with a faint recollection of what had happened,’ he 
called on the festive John, whom he found just out of bed. 
“Ah, my dear friend, I was just sitting down to ask you 
to dine with me.” “To meet Talma, of course?” “Come 
and see.” 

Scott loved Kemble for several reasons j primarily, because 
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he was ‘ a virtuoso like himself,’ and, secondarily, because he 
was an imaginative and exceptionally cultured actor, and Scott 
forgathered with actors whenever he had the chance. It was 
at a dinner to William Murray, the actor (Mrs. Henry Siddons’s 
brother), in 1827, that he first overtly acknowledged the author¬ 
ship of the Waverley Novels. 

When staying at Ashestiel, Kemble was Scott’s enfant gate . 
Himself drinking ( claret by the pail-ful,’ he kept his host up to 
an unconscionable hour every night, and, in 1817, not only made 
Scott write noble verses for his Edinburgh farewell, but actually 
criticised and corrected them till he got them quite to his mind. 
It may be remembered (v. p. 33) that, in the early days, when 
Mr. Inchbald rode on horseback, Mr. Kemble was taken into 
the chaise by the ladies, and, throughout his life, his horseman¬ 
ship left much to be desired. It was by reason of its deficiency 
that, in the morning, after his enforcedly deep potations of the 
vigil, Scott ‘ socked it home ’ on his guest as soon as the 
celebrated cavalcade, led by Maida, started for the day’s ad¬ 
ventures. Scott, says his son-in-law, used to chuckle, ‘with 
particular glee,’ over the recollection of how, one day, on an 
excursion to the vale of Ettrick, the riders, of whom Kemble 
was one, were pursued by a bull. “Come, King John,” said 
the Laird, “ we must even take the water,” whereat he and his 
daughter plunged into the stream. But Ettrick happened to 
be full and turbid, and ‘ King John,’ not liking the prospect, 
halted on the bank, and, in his solemn manner, exclaimed— 

“The flood is angry, Sheriff, 

Methinks I’ll got me up into a tree.” 

Kemble’s farewell performances, in 1817 — in March, in 
Edinburgh; in June, in London—were attended by demonstra¬ 
tions of his popularity. He was only sixty, but gout and 
increasing asthma were serious warnings, and, equally with his 
sister, he was resolved not to outact his popularity. When, on 
June 5th, he played Macbeth for the last time (with Mrs. Siddons, 
herself retired five years, as his Lady Macbeth), • Charles 
Kemble, at the close, “received him in his arms, and laid him 
gently on the ground, his physical powers being unequal to 
further effort.” His final London appearance was in Coriolanus , 
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on June 23rd. Talma and Tieck were present at this historic 
leave-taking, and the latter described it in Dramaturgische 
Blatter. Every passage of the play that could be applied to 
the circumstances of the evening was seized by the audience. 
Four evenings later, a public dinner, presided over by Vassall 
Holland, ‘nephew of Fox, and friend of Grey,’ was given in 
Kemble’s honour, and, for the occasion, Campbell composed 
the well-known ‘ Ode ’—a laudation of the actor and his art— 
intended for Charles Young to recite after dinner. Since 
Shakespeare’s sonnets, nothing more sympathetic has been 
written about a player than the second verse of this poem. 

Mrs. Siddons thought an unnecessary amount of fuss was 
being made over her brother’s withdrawal—considerably more 
than had been made over hers. “Well, perhaps, in the next 
world women will be more valued than they are in this,” she 
sighed to ‘ Memory’ Rogers. 

Kemble’s diminished income and what he called his ‘ crazy 
constitution ’ alike suggesting residence abroad, he and Mrs. 
Kemble settled for three years at Toulouse. Later, and after 
a short intervening visit to London, they took what one of the 
newspapers termed a ‘ Helvetic hermitage,’ on ‘ the lake of 
Lausanne,’ and there, on February 26th, 1823, the final call came, 
in the form of apoplexy, to John Kemble. He was ‘blooded’— 
in both arms—but nothing could save him. “It is impossible 
to describe how he was esteem’d in this place,” wrote Mrs. 
Kemble, from Lausanne, on March 24th, to Lawrence. The 
actor was interred where he died. His statue (in the guise of 
Addison’s Cato), completed by Hinchliff, but commenced by 
Flaxman, stands ‘ in the glorious glooms of Westminster.’ 
Originally placed in the North Transept, it was removed, in 
1865, to its more congenial present position, near Campbell’s 
statue of Mrs. Siddons, in St. Andrew’s Chapel. 

Kemble’s widow settled, first, at Heath Farm, a house of 
Lord Essex’s, close to Cassiobury Park, and, later, near Guy’s 
Cliffe, at Leamington. 1 To Fanny Kemble’s fine-pointed pen 
we owe some hints as to her ways at the former residence, 
which the letter from Stanmore, quoted above, helps us to 
appreciate. To her Aunt John, who was ‘ not at all superficially 

1 At both places, Mrs. Siddons, and her daughter, Cecilia, used to stay with her. 
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a vulgar woman,’ ‘gentility and propriety,’ says Mrs. Fanny 
Kemble, ‘ were the breath of life.’ 

When her own hour struck—she outlived her husband 
twenty-two years—Priscilla Kemble was buried in the family 
vault of the Grcathccds and the Percys. 
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A S a rule, the Kembles were unusually slender in youth, and 
unusually stout in later life. Mrs. Siddons’s second 
brother, Stephen Kemble, alone, seems to have begun 
badly, if there be any literal truth in the legend that, in 1783, 
he being twenty-five, Covent Garden, desirous of engaging ‘ the 
great Mr. Kemble ’ from Dublin, got hold of Stephen from Capel 
Street, because he was so much bigger than his brother, John, 
at Smock Alley. In face, a Kemble, without the Kemble 
hauteur , Stephen, on probation, ‘discharged the character’ of 
Othello, but, says Boaden, with ‘nothing of the subtle and 
discriminating character of his family.’ Nature had been cruel 
in loading him with an excess of adipose tissue, but he ought 
not to have played Hamlet when he weighed eighteen stone, 
and possessed no qualification for the prince beyond being ‘ fat, 
and scant of breath.’ A little later, and there were but two 
parts performable by him, Henry vm and Falstaff. The second 
he is celebrated for having played—not wittily, nor drolly, but 
—without padding. John Taylor, who was his brother-in-law, 
alleges, however, that he supported the part ‘with a flowing, 
manly humour,’ and was, generally, anything but contemptible 
in characters ‘ of an open, blunt nature, and requiring a 
vehement expression of justice and integrity.’ 

Stephen married the Desdemona of his London ddbut, 
Elizabeth Satchell. She was a delightful actress, the one 
perfect Beggar's Opera Polly since Lavinia Fenton became 
Duchess of Bolton. What Mrs. Stephen was on the stage— 

‘ immeasurably far from vulgarity,’ yet evincing ‘ nothing of the 
world’s refinement’—she appears to have been in life. As 
a player, she was as superior to her husband as, in a higher 
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degree, her sister-in-law, Mrs. Siddons, was to hers. But she 
faithfully appeared with him, and, though in demand as he 
never was, left London with him, when lie, periodically, was 
‘ sent down.’ 

Stephen’s figure and want of art suggested Managership as 
a likelier walk than acting. Early in 1792, he took the 
Edinburgh Theatre Royal, but litigation with the previous 
Manager, Jackson, and, simultaneously, with Mrs. Esten, his 
competitor for the lessceship, drove him to another theatre in 
Edinburgh, where, in less than a month, Mrs. Esten, through 
her influence over the Duke of Hamilton (0 mores /) caused his 
performances to be prohibited. A year later, Stephen got the 
better of the lady, returned to the Theatre Royal, and, by dint 
of engaging his distinguished London relatives, and keeping 
himself in the background, achieved a success, which 
diminished towards 1800, at which date he left Edinburgh. 
During 1818-19, he was Manager at Drury Lane, and there 
introduced his son, Henry Stephen Kemble, an actor, who, it 
was said, possessed the strongest lungs and weakest judgment 
of any known performer. Stephen Kemble withdrew from 
active service shortly before his death, which took place on 
June 5th, 1822, at Durham. He was buried in Durham 
Cathedral. Of his daughter, Frances, sometime an actress, 
who married Robert Arkwright, a captain in a militia 
regiment and a grandson of Sir Richard Arkwright, we get 
a picturesque glimpse in Payne Collier’s An Old Marls 
Diary. 

It seems strange that Charles Kemble, the brother of John 
and of Mrs. Siddons, should have been alive in 1854, till we 
remember that he was eighteen years younger than the former, 
and twenty years younger than the latter. On the day he was 
born, he became uncle to Mrs. Siclclons’s ycar-olcl elder son, 
Henry, to whose son, also a Henry Siddons, Charles’s daughter, 
Fanny, nearly became engaged. Like other uncles who are of 
an age to be their nephews and nieces’ cousins, Charles Kemble 
was never, except sportively, ‘Uncle Charles’ to the young 
Siddonses. It was ‘My Uncle John, and my Mother, and 
Charles.’ 

Charles Kemble started life as a clerk in the Post Office, but 
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gave up his berth a year after he secured if, and went straight 
to the stage. After a two years’ novitiate in the provinces, 
he first played with his brother and sister at the opening of 
Sheridan’s new Drury Lane, April 21st, 1794. He was Malcolm 
to their Macbeth and Lady Macbeth. Like them, he proved an 
actor of gradual development, though always weaker than they. 
But he was distinguished, invulnerably a gentleman, the most 
chivalrous of stage lovers. His delivery must have been de¬ 
lightful. Westland Marston said of his Hamlet, “ I had never 
imagined there could be so much charm in words as mere 
sounds.” Playing every part, even Falstaff’s, without the least 
‘charging’—in completely civilised taste—he made an ideal 
Cassio, Faulconbridge, Richmond, Laertes, Petruchio, Edgar, 
and the very Mercutio Shakespeare drew. Macready’s remark 
that he was a first-rate actor in second-rate parts is corroborated 
by Sir Theodore Martin. 1 

There had been gossip as to John Kemble never encouraging 
a brother near the throne, in plays containing male parts of 
equal consequence, but when, in 1820, during his retired years, 
his Covent Garden partner, Harris, the chief proprietor, died, 
he showed a weightier generosity in assigning to ‘ Mr. Charles ’ 
his sixth share of the Covent Garden property in 'absolute fee. 
The theatre, still embarrassed by its 1809 building debt, was 
not doing well, but Charles, naturally, believed prosperity 
recoverable. The hope proved unjustified, and the expenses 
of the huge theatre well-nigh crushed the second Kemble Atlas 
burdened with sustaining them. 

Charles’s wife, born Maria Teresa de Camp, a Viennese 
dancer, a capable actress, and a minor playwright, might have 
been ‘own sister’ to another Viennese dancer, Eva Violette, 
afterwards Mrs. Garrick, in that, though sharper tempered, she 
was equally virtuous and equally vivacious, while history 
associates both — mysteriously — with the Empress Maria 
Teresa. Mrs. Charles Kemble retired from the stage in 1819, 
twelve years after marriage. 

Of the Charles Kembles’ four children, the eldest, John 
Mitchell Kemble, grew up to be Examiner of Plays and the 
erudite author of The Saxons in England. To him, Tennyson, 

1 Monographs , 149, 1906. 









in their Cambridge days, addressed the sonnet, To J. M. K., ‘ in 
itself, a diploma,’ said Julian Young. 

When, in 1829, Charles Kemble’s Management of Covent 
Garden had brought him to the verge of bankruptcy, his elder 
daughter, Fanny, aged twenty, was the Iphigeneia who came 
forward to save her father’s credit. Sir Thomas Lawrence, so 
well qualified to pronounce, and claiming ‘almost a Father’s 
interest for her,’ said she had ‘ eyes and hair like Mrs. Siddons in 
her finest time,’ that her voice was * at once sweet and powerful,’ 
and that she was ‘ blessed with a clear Kemble understanding.’ 
Still, none but a few enthusiasts maintained that the undoubtedly 
gifted girl had caught her aunt’s mantle. It was no small thing 
that, at the close of her first season, Charles Kemble was able 
to pay off £13,000 of debt. 

After three successive seasons, Fanny went with her father 
on tour to America, and there married Mr. Fierce Butler, of 
Philadelphia, a Southern planter. Her brief return, in 1847, to 
the London stage, is a negligible fact in dramatic history. To 
the first instalment of her autobiography, Record of a Girlhood— 
the best work of her life—a great many persons have owed an 
acquaintance they might never otherwise have gained with the 
outlook and family life of players of high character. 

Charles Kemble’s younger daughter, Adelaide, so pro¬ 
foundly admired by Edward Fitzgerald, Lord Leighton, and 
Henry Greville, was a singer of rare dramatic power. She 
gave up her profession at the end of 1842—during her second 
Covent Garden season—to become the wife of Mr. Edward 
John Sartoris. In later life, she published a readable book 
called A Week in a French Country House, and two othei 
volumes of stories. That she was an impressive creature 
Lady Ritchie’s two Prefaces to the 1902 edition of A Wed 
in a French Country House would, alone, demonstrate. Hei 
portrait, prefixed to the same edition, shows the persistence 
of the Kemble profile. 

The Charles Kembles’ younger son, Henry, went into the 
Army, and was the father of a sound actor, recently dead 
Henry Kemble, well remembered in The Man from Blanklefs. 

Mrs. Siddons’s sisters, Frances and Elizabeth, appeared ii 
London before her brothers. Frances made her first appear 
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ance, as Alicia, in Jane Shore , on January 6th, 1783, whereupon 
Sophy Weston wrote to Dr. Whalley, “ How I rejoice in our 
divine Melpomene’s amazing popularity! It is feared she 
will hurt herself by introducing a sister who is not at all 
'approved.” On the following March 1st, we find Elizabeth 
Kemble making a second 1 appearance—as Portia. 

Mrs. Siddons could obtain her sisters engagements and 
some good parts, but she could not make them actresses. 
They were ill-advised to come to London. For the public, 
they were too like herself—but ‘ as moonlight unto sunlight.’ 
The timbre of their voices, says Boaden, so closely resembled 
Mrs. Siddons’s as to vex and weary an audience, hearing 
either of them in a play with her. From all other players 
and their supporters the two young women had nothing to 
expect but hostility. Here were Sarah, Frances, Elizabeth— 
and John and Stephen were expected! The then very 
narrow theatrical area was threatened with a Kemble in¬ 
undation. But the Miss Kembles’ worst hindrance, as has 
been said, was their lack of dramatic power. It was in vain 
that Frances attended Thomas Sheridan’s elocution lectures 
in Hickford’s Great Room in Brewer Street. The kindest 
criticism on her was that her diffidence obscured her talents. 
If formed by nature for anything histrionic, it was to play 
heroine’s confidante. She was, no doubt, feminine and 
pleasing, and, certainly, the immortal half-length of her 
Reynolds painted, and John Jones engraved, represents a 
young lady with whom any man might, without reproach, 
fall in love. 

That acrimonious outlaw, George (or ‘Shakespeare ’) Steevens, 
did fall a little in love with her, but John Kemble and 
Mrs. Siddons made it no secret that his attentions were 
unacceptable, and, in the fulness of time, another Shakespearean 
scholar ‘ came along,’ in the shape of Mr. Francis Twiss, with 
more solid proposals. A ‘thin Dr. Johnson without his hard 
words,’ Twiss was a man of as steady character as the Kembles 
themselves, and that straight and honest personality, Mrs. 
Inchbald, described him as one ‘ whose integrity nothing could 
warp.’ He had been credited with cherishing ‘a hopeless 

1 No record of the date of the first seems to have survived. 
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passion for Mrs. Siddons,’ but, whether he had or not, on 
May xst, 1786, he led to the altar her ‘soft and mitigated 
likeness.’ I Francis take thee Frances. 

Mrs. Siddons to Whalley, August nth, 1786: “Yes, my 
sister is married, and I have lost one of the sweetest com¬ 
panions in the world. . . . She has married a most respectable 
man, though of but small fortune, and I thank God that she 
is off the stage.” Six or seven weeks later: “Mrs. Twiss will 
present us with a new relation towards February ” 

The fortune, as judicious Mrs. Siddons had observed, was 
small, and the ‘new relation’ (Horace Twiss) was shortly 
followed by four others. From 1807 onwards, Mrs. Twiss, 
assisted by her husband and daughters, kept a fashionable 
parlour-boarders’ school in Bath. The terms were high—a 
hundred guineas, with ‘Entrance five guineas,’ but, on the 
other hand, holidays were few—‘ in each year one vacation 
only, which will last six weeks.’ 1 We may picture a school 
somewhat on the lines of the Lambs’ Mrs. Leicester’s, where 
little Miss Manners, aged seven, inquires of the other infants, 
“Pray, ladies, are not equipages carriages?” One of the 
Prince Regent’s nine adopted children, the only girl, was at 
Mrs. Twiss’s. “ Aunt Twiss’s school participated in the 
favour which everything even remotely associated with Mrs. 
Siddons received from the public,” remarks Fanny Kemble. 

Horace Twiss’s juvenile journal is lying before me. A 
true boy speaks in the following engaging fragment:— 

“Journal Friday 17th July 1801.—FI. Twiss born February 
28th 1787, now aged 14 years, 4 months, 19 days. Up 
too late: got first in Italian: whipp’d up my breakfast quick 
for fear of my Father. Dined with G. Siddons [Mrs. Siddons’s 
younger son, aet sixteen]. Reconciled him to Miss Mary 
Godfrey. Stole Miss Squire’s book, and returned it. Father 
gave me sixpence. P.S. Quarrelled with Julia Willis— N.B. 
The dinner was Calf’s head, roast mutton, potatoes, and 
currant-tart— 

“Saturday, July 18th 1801.—My Father not well: gave us 
a holiday. Walk’d with George Siddons to Mr. Wroughton’s. 

1 I quote from the seminary’s prospectus, as given by Mr. Fitzgerald, The 
Kembles , i. 231-32. 
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Call’d on Ma’am Strati G. Siddons din’d with us. Drank 
tea with the Miss green Godfreys. N.B. Everybody had tart 
at dinner but me. PS. Dinner was Salmon, roast veal, roast 
potatoes, and currant-tart, etc. etc.” 

In spite of his abstention from currant-tart, the boy grew 
up to originate the Times summaries of Parliamentary debates, 
and to write Lord Eldon’s biography, to become an M.P. and 
the vice-chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster, and to have 
his mots quoted throughout London. He composed Mrs. 
Siddons’s farewell address, he assisted when she gave her 
readings, and he was one of the executors of her will. 

It is a melancholy fact that human weakness was stronger 
than the much-remarked family solidarity of the Kembles. 
“ Alas! ” said Mrs. Siddons, in the evening of her life, to 
Rogers, “ after I became celebrated, none of my sisters loved 
me as they did before ! ” 

Like Frances, Elizabeth Kemble had been apprenticed to 
a milliner, not bred to the stage. But the call of the blood 
prevailed, and, in her case, a most genuine love of acting. Old 
and stout and married, she still could tell Macready that * when 
on the stage, she felt like a being of another world.’ 

All the same, during her two or three seasons at Drury 
Lane, she was usually untroubled by the call-boy, as some one 
phrased it. In 1785, she married a godson of the Young 
Chevalier, Charles Edward Whitelock, dentist and actor, of 
Whitelock and Austin’s north of England circuit, and went 
with him, in 1793, to America, where they played in Wignell’s 
company. Mrs. Whitelock was ‘ for a time the leading tragic 
actress of America,’ says Mr. Brander Matthews. After her 
return, in 1807, to England, at the age of forty-six, she was 
unsuccessful at Drury Lane. She had become a lady of 
ample and globular form, and, in London, tragedy (to her 
astonishment) had no further use for her. She settled, with 
her husband, in Newcastle, where they were highly respected, 
and in 181 x or 1812, she was acting there for the elder Macready. 
Mrs. Siddons, consistently couleur de rose when speaking of 
any Kemble to an outsider, writes thus, concerning Mrs. 
Whitelock, to James Ballantyne, in a letter (from ‘Leeds, 
July 5th, 1807’) preserved in the Morrison Collection:— 
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“ She is a noble, glorious creature, very wild and eccentric, 
not so old as myself by six years, not so tall, not so handsome, 
but in all else my equal, if not superior. I have known 
nothing of her from my childhood till now.” 

At a later date, Campbell, engaged in ‘ scraping up in¬ 
formation’ out of everybody for his Siddons ‘Life,’ to this 
end established himself for two days in Mrs. Whitelock’s 
neighbourhood. He thought her a nice old lady, “very like 
Mrs. Siddons, and the remains of nearly as fine a woman; 
but,” he adds, “she is Mrs. Siddons without her fudge and 
solemnity” [from a pious biographer and literary executor 
this is strong!]—“just what Mrs. Siddons would have been if 
she had swallowed a bottle of champagne.” 

While, in appearance, Mrs. Whitelock was a blonde 
caricature of Mrs. Siddons, in manner and conversation she 
was all that was opposed to Mrs. Siddons’s ‘stillness.’ She 
used to preface her exaggerated statements with “ I declare 
to God,” or “ I wish I may die,” and when Mrs. Siddons sought 
to stem her loquacity with “ Elizabeth, your wig is on one 
side,” she would nonchalantly reply, “Oh, is it?” and, giving 
the light auburn coiffure a shove that ‘ put it quite as crooked 
in the other direction,’ proceed with her discourse. 

Mrs. Jane Mason was another sister of Mrs. Siddons’s of 
whom history gives little record beyond the facts that she 
lived in Edinburgh and brought up six children to the 
stage. 

Mrs. Siddons had yet another sister, Anne, or Julia Anne, 
bora in 1764. The potential turpitude of a large family, 
drained from its other members, seemed infused into this poor 
creature, whose only excuse—probably a valid one—for her 
conduct could have been that she was deficient in moral 
responsibility. Herself on the stage, and married to a country 
actor named Curtis, while, at the same time, leading a loose 
life in London, she constantly appealed to public charity, 
announcing herself as the youngest sister of Mrs. Siddons. She 
gave an objectionable lecture (‘ on chastity and other delicate 
subjects,’ says the European Magazine for November, 1783) 
at Dr. Graham’s Temple of Hymen, and tried, or pretended 
to try, to commit suicide in Westminister Abbey. These 
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incidents taking place during Mrs. Siddons’s Brereton-om- 
Digges autumn of 1783, the unfriendly press made capital 
out of them, assigning them to Mrs. Curtis’s ‘dire necessity,’ 
the result of the ‘ marble-hearted ’ cruelty of ‘ the five player 
Kembles (for the father is a player) and the mighty Mrs. 
Siddons.’ 

Her husband proving a bigamist, in 1792 Anne Kemble 
married a man named Hatton, whom she accompanied to 
America. In 1800, the pair settled at Swansea as hotel keepers, 
and the widow subsequently taught dancing at Kidwelly. 1 
Mrs. Siddons allowed her £20 a-year, provided she lived a 
hundred and fifty miles from London, and John Kemble, at 
his death, left her £20 a-year. As Anne Hatton, or ‘Ann 
of Swansea,’ she passed her later existence at Swansea, where, 
in 1838, she died. She was a large, lame woman, and squinted. 
She possessed imagination of a sort, and published many 
novels, beside poetic trifles “which the bibliographers, if not 
the critics, prize.” 

1 See Cymru Fu (Cardiff), Oct. 19th, 1889. 
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PIZAliRO ANI) SHERIDAN, AND VARIOUS PLAYS 
AND PL A Y W III Cl UTS 

D URING the closing years of the eighteenth century, 
those whom Byron denominated the Tedcschi dramatists 
were in fashion. And not only Gotrj and Die Rciuber 
from Germany, but the flood of intellectual jacobinism that, for 
some time, had set in from France, together with the spreading 
ripples from a new school of English poetry—between 1796 and 
1800, Coleridge was ‘ in blossom ’—these influences had combined 
to form a taste for naturalism in drama. Throughout at least 
one season, the London illumines had bewailed the unsym¬ 
pathetic pieces put on at ‘ Dreary ’ Lane— 

“ Too long have Rome and Alliens been the rage; 

And classic Buskins soil’d a British stage.” 


There was a real opening for the ‘ burgess drama 5 Diderot 
had invented and Scdaine expanded. 

At the close of 1796, before this fountain was unsealed, 
things were looking so bad that Mrs. Sicldons wrote, in exas¬ 
peration, to a friend, “ Our theatre is going on, to the astonish¬ 
ment of everybody. Very few of the actors are paid, and all 
are vowing to withdraw themselves: yet still we go on.” 
Sheridan himself saw that two or three more plays like 
Whitehead’s Roman Father , Miller’s Mahomet , and Reed’s 
Queen of Carthage would bring down his income with a run. 
Possessing, as he did, in equal proportions, the dramatic and 
the theatrical instincts, he put into rehearsal, in 1798, Kotzebue’s 
The Stranger, the selected English version of which, by 
Benjamin Thompson, he shaped and strengthened, till every 
word of his adaptation was, Rogers heard him say, his own. 
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In The Stranger, the distinctive Muse of Kotzebue, and of 
everything understood in England, at his date, by the term, 
‘ German Theatre,’ rampages. 1 The play is domestic, tearful, 
philosophic. In Act iv., Baron Steinfort thus addresses Count 
Waldburg— 

“ Oh, Charles ! awake the faded ideas of past joys. Feel 
that a friend is near. Recollect the days we pass’d in Hungary, 
when we wander’d arm-in-arm upon the banks of the Danube, 
while nature opened our hearts, and made us enamoured of 
benevolence and friendship.” 

This was echt deutsch, it was also redolent of the ‘ nature ’ of 
Diderot and the susceptible school. Sheridan threw in a song, 
set to music by Georgiana, Duchess of Devonshire, the original 
verse of which is better forgotten than its parody in The Anti- 
Jacobin, where Troubadour, caressing the bottle of noyau under 
his cloak, trolls 

“ I bear a secret comfort here," etc. 

When Kemble produced The Stranger, British critics, to 
a man, fell upon the play. Practically repeating Garrick’s 
objection to Douglas (expressed in an unpublished letter to 
Lord Bute) that “the language is too often below the most 
familiar dialogue,” they said—what may equally be said of 
Ibsen’s ‘theatre’—that its diction was flaccid and flat. As 
guardians of public morals, they had worse fault to find with a 
dinouement in which a husband takes back his wife, repentant 
after what one disapprover termed ‘ an extra-connubial attach¬ 
ment.’ This is a stage situation with which frequent repetitions 
have since familiarised us, but, a century and a decade ago, it 
outraged ‘ proper feeling,’ and caused the serious-minded to 
anticipate an approaching date ‘ when not a child in England 
will have its head patted by its legitimate father.’ 

There was, thus, something of the success of scandal about 
The Stranger, which, in spite of bathos and irrelevant scenes, 
prospered mightily. It was sincere and realistic. Thackeray 
explains its charm in the ‘Mrs. Haller’ chapter of Pendennis. 
The claim of Kotzebue’s plays on remembrance rests on the 
fact that they marked an advancing wave in the progress of 
1 See James Smith’s travesty of The Stranger in Rejected Addresses. 
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tragic drama from the representation of action to the repre¬ 
sentation of character. 

Mrs. Siddons played Mrs. Haller twenty-six times in four 
months, and Flic. Stranger remained what was then styled a 
standing play during, and long after, the Kemble period. On 
March 18 th, 1876, it was given by I’helps and Miss Genevieve 
Ward as a ‘revival’ matinee at the Gaiety Theatre, and, still 
more recently, Wilson Barrett presented it at the New Olympic. 

As Mrs. Haller, we may picture Mrs. Siddons shining and 
melancholy, as in the Lawrence portrait, with the ‘toothache 
bandage/ Those who most deplored that Kotzebue had-not 
written his play for the security of British families and the 
edification of young persons, agreed that her conception of 
‘the reformed housekeeper’ was perfect in its ‘propriety and 
judgment/ She herself must have enjoyed the part, for her 
daughter, Sally, wrote to Miss Bird : “ My Mother crys so much 
at it that she is always ill when she comes home.” 1 

Having made this palpable hit with his first Kotzebue 
discovery, Sheridan, for the ensuing season, took in hand, with 
still more gusto, and putting more of his superlative stagecraft 
into the alteration, another, more stirring, play—this time, a 
melodrama—from the same source, Pisarro. 

The success of its predecessor was favourable to it, and all 
the boxes were ‘bespoke’ early. The scenery was prepared, 
the parts were assigned, Sheridan alone was behindhand with 
an indispensable element, the complete script of the play. 
Michael Kelly sketches, in his Reminiscences , the agitation on 
the stage, when, on May 24th, 1799, with the first performance 2 
actually in progress, and far advanced, part of the stuff—some 
of the speeches in the fifth act—were still to seek, Mrs. Siddons, 
Charles Kemble, and Barrymore being the three waiting per¬ 
formers. “ Mrs. Siddons told me, that she was in an agony of 
fright.” 

Sheridan, on the other hand, was never more himself. From 
the prompter’s room upstairs, where he sat scribbling, he 
descended every ten minutes into the greenroom, bringing 
what was finished, while ‘ abusing himself and his negligence, 

1 An Artist's Love Story, 44. 

a Surely, in spite of Kelly’s statement, a rehearsal only ? 
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and making a thousand winning and soothing apologies.’ Long 
afterwards, Payne Collier found, among Larpent, the Examiner 
of plays’ collection of dramatic MSS, Sheridan’s copy of 
Pizarro , £ with a few corrections hit off in the most flashing way 
and dashing hand.’ No wonder the corrections were few. 

Of all the plays of which Mrs. Siddons was original principal 
exponent, Pizarro proved the most popular, in spite of its being 
only a rifacmiento by Sheridan of an English translation 
(Sheridan could not read German) of 1 Rolla 1 s Tod ,’ the second 
of Baron von Kotzebue’s two ‘ Peru-Dramenl Read to-day, 
the English acting version of Pizarro appears totally to lack 
Sheridan’s magic touch, it is turgid, bombastic, ranting—all that 
Sheridan might have written another Critic to ridicule, and 
much that Frere, Canning, Ellis, and Gifford did ridicule in 
their skit, ‘ The Rovers.’ Sheridan’s life as a dramatist had 
terminated in 1780, when, aged twenty-nine, he first took his 
seat in the House of Commons, but still he depended for his 
income of £ 10,000 a year upon the prosperity of the theatre, 
and, on this occasion, at all events, pitched on a play that had 
commercial value. Pizarro brought, at the lowest estimate, 
£15,000 to Drury Lane. 

‘ The Pizzarro,’ as Mrs. Siddons wrote it, deals with the 
Spanish conquerors in Peru. Pizarro is their general, and 
Elvira (Mrs. Siddons) is Pizarro’s mistress. Over against the 
ferocity of the one and the volcanic temperament of the other 
are set the heroic magnanimity of Rolla, the Peruvian patriot 
(John Kemble) and the sweetness of Alonzo’s wife, Cora. The 
situation of England in 1799 gave a superficially ‘topical’ 
character to Rolla’s ‘ bursts ’ of patriotic appeal to his Peruvians, 
and these * bursts ’ were, in reality, adapted, not from Kotzebue, 
but from Sheridan’s political speeches. The house, from ‘the 
full-price master to the half-price clerk,’ rose to ‘ Our King! our 
Country! and our God ! ’ George ill applauded and approved, 
and, when, a little later, the Duke of Queensberry asked why 
the stocks had fallen, a stockjobber replied, ‘ Because at Drury- 
lane they have left off acting Pizarro .’ 

The play ends with Elvira—the splendid-creature-under- 
a-cloud—being led away to be tortured, while Rolla dies 
of wounds, received while successfully bringing back Cora’s 
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che-ild to her from the Spaniard’s camp. Piaarro is arrantly 
transpontine. 

At first, Mrs. Siddons objected to the part—a laborious 
one—of the ‘camp-follower,’ but Mrs. Haller had proved a 
personal triumph, and ‘ Sid ’ was urgent with his wife, that 
her one chance of touching her arrears from Sheridan was 
to keep on with him. Sheridan felt nervous as to her adapt¬ 
ability to the new part, which, in the event, she magnified 
and elevated till, with the exception of Mrs. Haller, it became 
the most ‘ capital ’ of all the roles originally represented by 
her. In its initial season, she played it thirty-one evenings 
consecutively—an unparalleled run. Master Betty (with whom, 
to the credit of her self-respect, Mrs. Siddons never acted) 
caught his Roscian fire when, at eleven years of age, at Belfast, 
entering a theatre for the first time, he watched her play 
Elvira, in 1802. He was, says Dr. Doran, ‘stricken,’ he went 
home in a trance, he declared he would die or be an actor. 

The eighteenth century stage owned, in succession, three 
superexcellcnt actor-managers, Cibber, Garrick, and Kemble, 
and three patentees as worthless as these men were valuable, 
viz. Rich, Fleetwood, and Richard Brinsley Sheridan. A 
large theatre, with its complicated detail, could only flourish 
by dint of ‘the restless, unappeasable solicitude’ Garrick 
bestowed on it; it was impossible for any one to combine—as 
Sheridan professed to do—an active political life with the 
successful care of the more exacting ‘House’ in Drury 
Lane. 

Financially considered, Sheridan was what Mrs. Siddons, 
in 1796, styled him, ‘uncertainty personified,’ and (in 1798) 
‘ that drowning gulph.’ Times were when such principal actors 
as the arch-empress of the drama and John Philip not only 
went unpaid as to salary, but found every stiver of a benefit 
looted. This happened to Mrs. Siddons in 1796, and, during 
her brother’s temporary secession, 1796--1800, she was made 
so indignant that, sometimes, after the curtain had risen, the 
unremitting one had to drive at a gallop to her house (where 
he found her sewing 1) and there exert his utmost irresistibility 
before she would return with him, and go on. For the season, 
1789-90, she retired from Drury Lane; again, in 1793, she 







VARIOUS PLAYS AND PLAYWRIGHTS 161 

retired; in company with Kemble, she was finally driven 
away in 1802. In September, 1799, she wrote, to Mrs. 
Pennington: “ I have just received a letter, in the usual easy 
style, from Mr. Sheridan, who, I fancy, thinks he has only to 
issue his Sublime Commands,” etc. In the previous January, 
her daughter, Sally, wrote: “ I wonder if Mr. Sheridan has any 
notion that she is really at last determined to have no more 
to do with him.” 

Something, though not much, might be urged on Sheridan’s 
side where Mrs. Siddons was concerned. Over contracts, she 
was, as we have found (pp. 101 and in), a hard bargainer; 
she jolly well saw, as our boys say, that she did not accept 
sweating terms. The following, from a letter of January, 1792, 
written by the first Mrs. Sheridan to her husband, is noteworthy, 
“ I see Mrs. Siddons is announced. Have you brought her to 
reasonable terms ? ” 1 

Charles Surface that he was, Sheridan captivated every one 
he wished to captivate, not least those who had to suffer from 
his maddening qualities. Lovers of Lamb will recollect the 
instance of Lamb’s godfather, Fielde, the Holborn oilman, 
who, as sole remuneration for many years’ nightly illumination 
of the orchestra and various avenues of Drury Lane Theatre, 
received a pretty liberal issue of orders for the play, together 
with the honour of Sheridan’s supposed familiarity, and “was 
content to have it so,” since he regarded the latter half of his 
recompense as “better than money.” Not every one could 
afford to take Fielde, the oilman’s view. The poorer actors 
thought it werry ’ard that, at Christmas Eve and Christmas 
Day rehearsals, in contrast to Garrick, who, on these occasions, 
had always allowed ‘a comfortable cold collation’ and drink¬ 
ables, Sheridan, the great diner-out of his generation, did not 
stand them a single glass of beer. James Smith related how 
Delpini, the clown, was goaded by non-payment into telling 
Sheridan plainly what an honest fellow thought of him, 2 and 
Miss Constance Hill, in her pleasant volume, The House in 
St. Martin!s Street , narrates, from the previously unpublished 

1 Sheridan, by W. Fraser Rae, ii. 143, 1896. 

2 Cf. Grimaldi’s story of Sheridan, Life and Times oj Frederick Reynolds , ii. 
231 - 33 * 
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journal-letters of Susan Burney, a better story, which she 
permits me to quote. The scene is laid at Dr. Burney’s— 

“'Indeed, Mr. Sheridan he use me very ill/ cries 
Pacchierotti. ‘ I assure you I have a great will . . . voglia 
come si dice ?’ 

“ £ A great mind’ said I. 

“ £ A great mind to call him Rascal. lie provoke me too 
much! . . . I will write him a note.’ 

“ Accordingly he took from his pocket a bit of paper, and 
wrote the following lines 

“ ‘ Pacchierotti sends his comp ts . to Mr. Sheridan, and is 
very displeased to be obliged to call him Rascal—but his 
conduct is in everything so irregular he can give no better 

title to so great Breaker of his Word. D-n him and 

his way of thinking, which I wish it may bring him to the 
Gallows/” 

But the opera singer never sent this ‘incendiary letter,’ 
and Sheridan continued, according to Mrs. Thrale’s mot , to grow 
‘ fat like Heliogabalus on the tongues of nightingales.’ 

There is ‘ no pause i’ the leading’of contemporary opinion 
as to Sheridan’s moral irresponsibility. It is unanimous. For 
a last touch of it, we may take what Campbell told Moore 
as to there having been found, at Sheridan’s death, “ an immense 
heap of letters, which he had taken charge of to frank, from 
poor husbands to wives, fathers to children, etc.” Some one 
has yet to arise who will whitewash Sheridan’s character, and 
make a satisfactory job of it. 

‘ Sheri ’ (as his first wife, in her letters, wrote it) was always 
readier at accepting responsibilities than at working them off. 
Whenever anything in the nature of a claim was magnanimously 
presented to his Keltic imagination he acted decisively in 
response. The instance of his immediately paying a trades¬ 
man when he proffered his bill as a debt of honour is 
symptomatic. 

After Shakespeare’s plays, The School for Scandal and 
The Rivals continue to be the nation’s favourite dramatic 
classics, growing, not diminishing, in both popular and critical 
esteem. Granted that Sheridan ‘played the sedulous ape’ 
to Buckingham, Farquhar, and Congreve, that he was not 
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a dramatist accustomed (in Mr. Archer’s phrase) to think in 
terms of character, that he exhibited a gentlewoman guilty 
of malapropisms which would have been flagrant in the 
milliner who supplied her with caps, that he made his clowns 
(as, in The Critic , he whimsically acknowledged) scarcely less 
elaborately pungent than his fine gentlemen. When all is 
said, his two great comedies hold their own round the world, 
as an eternal demonstration that wit is not the exclusive 
property of the Latin races. The School for Scandal tingles 
with wit more many-faceted than exists elsewhere throughout 
the range of £ Weltlitteratur ’ in as small compass. 

Resembling Burke, in being un homme de rien —simply 
1 standing on his head ’—-'Sheridan, like Burke, rose to a 
distinguished position in public esteem, while, socially, he rose 
still higher, his character and advancement, in combination, 
reminding us of Disraeli rather than of the more illustrious 
Irishman, Sheridan’s contemporary. The fact that he was, 
at once, managing proprietor of Drury Lane and a Minister of 
the Crown is, to a modern imagination, in itself piquant. 
That he never rose high in office was largely due to the 
fact of the long Tory ascendancy which covered most of his 
political life. Except to readers of history, his name, as 
occurring in public affairs, is best remembered by the tradition 
of the florid—in the end, futile—speeches he delivered on the 
charge concerning the Begums of Oude, in the first year of 
the greatest state trial since Charles I’s. His best memorial, 
in his public capacity, is that in those venal days, he, who 
had not inherited a shilling, could justly boast ‘an un- 
purchasable mind.’ 

Next after wit, tact was the ‘ note ’ of his utterances. His 
good taste in personal reference was never better shown than 
when, in 1787, he was entrusted with the task of making such 
an amende to ‘ Princess Fitz ’ in the House as should pacify 
feelings outraged by Fox’s demi-official denial there, four 
nights previously, of the fact of her marriage to ‘Prinny.’ 
Yet no man’s jests at the expense of others were more pointed, 
or possessed a flavour more wholly their own than Sheridan’s, 
and we seem to see the teasing, fun-loving eyes, set in the 
heavy-featured Bardolph countenance, as we read that when, 
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remarking in a Parliamentary speech that Dr. Willis, George ill’s 
insanity specialist, professed to have the power to read the 
heart from the face, he added, looking at Pitt, that ‘this 
simple statement seemed to alarm the right honourable 
gentleman/ 

His lightest quip was the rueful one he made when 
acquaintances marvelled at his being able to sit swallowing 
port in the Piazza Coffee House, while the other M.P.s—their 
debate broken up from sympathy-—were out watching 

lt the long column of revolving flames 
Shake ils red sluulow o’er the startled Thames,” 


as his uninsured property in Drury Lane sank to ashes. “A 
man may surely take a glass of wine by his own fireside,” 
said he. Plis stoicism may have contained something of 
insensibility. Levity was his vice. 

Sheridan’s is an elusive character to estimate. Probably, 
Professor Brandcr Matthews best summed it up, as from 
within, by saying, “when he had once put himself in a 
position where he was unable to do exactly what he had 
agreed to do, and what he always desired to do, he ceased 
to care whether or no he did all he could do.” With greater 
hardness, and looking at Sheridan from the standpoint, not 
of faith, but works, the anonymous contemporary author of 
Sketches of Distinguished Public Characters of George the 
Fourth , held that “none who enjoyed so much personal 
influence ever did less for the world.” Posterity is fairly 
agreed that Sheridan’s brilliant life lacked purpose, and most 
of us share the impression he made on Wilson’s Shepherd, 
who ‘ couldna thole, to hear sic a sot as Sherry aye classed wi 5 
Pitt and Burke.’ 

Turning to lesser people who wrote pieces in which Mrs. 
Siddons shone, it is sadly true that the rank and file of the 
dramatists ‘were with want of genius curst.’ No character 
created by Mrs. Siddons has continued to hold its own on 
the stage. Forgotten are those stilted, stodgy tragedians, 
Cumberland, Jephson, Murphy, each of whom mistook a 
procession of verbiage for a play; equally forgotten are 
the meagre comedians and farce-writers, of whom Frederick 
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Reynolds, Dibdin, and Cherry may be named as representative. 
Mrs. Siddons’s biographer, Boaden, was among those who 
came to ‘an untimely beginning’ in the department of 
tragedies. His effort was called Aurelio and Miranda , but, in 
spite of Mrs. Siddons’s acting, and in spite of the author’s 
asseveration that £ the three first acts were rather powerful in 
interest,’ it failed dismally. It was founded on Ambrosio , or the 
Monk, and ‘ Mat ’ Lewis, the author of that nerve-racking 
romance, was himself eminently successful at Drury Lane 
with The Castle Spectre , in which Mrs. Jordan played Angela, 
the heroine. The Castle Spectre drew great and constant 
houses, and, for a time, eclipsed Shakespeare. As Byron 
sagely said, “It is fitting there should be good plays, now 
and then, besides Shakespeare’s,” though, as critics judge, 
Lewis’s numerous pieces would scarcely be called good plays. 
Still, “ tons les genres sont permis , hors le genre ennuyeux ,” to 
that The Castle Spectre did not belong. It may be doubted 
whether Mrs. Radcliffe or Lewis did more to kindle the love 
for all that Catherine Morland thought ‘horrid’—and vastly 
delightful. The German tales of mystery were the source at 
which both authors drank. 

It was regrettable, both for his sake and the theatre’s, that, 
in spite of his extreme and nai'f delight in Mackay’s per¬ 
formances of the Bailie and Dominie Sampson, Scott would 
never undertake to dramatise any of his novels or poems, 
leaving the task, and the profit, to other, inferior hands. 
His early prose attempt, The House of Aspen (also drawn from 
a German Quelle ), was his solitary direct contribution to drama, 
and this John Kemble put in rehearsal (in 1799) but did not 
produce. 

On November 3rd, 1784, Mrs. Siddons first played Margaret 
of Anjou, in Franklin’s The Earl of Warwick , not a new drama, 
nor a good one, yet one in which, during a long series of years, 
her acting was warmly praised. In 1785, Mrs. Tickell wrote to 
her sister, Mrs. Sheridan, her observant comments on the 
rendering— 

“ I may tell you that Mrs. Siddons was charming and very 
different from what we had ever seen of her. If you 
remember the part, there is not only a great deal of ranting, 
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that is in the style of Zara , but also a sort of irony and level 
speaking, or rather familiar conversation that placed her quite 
in a new light. I thought she was very great indeed. Yet in 
your life you never saw anything so like Kemble in every look 
and word as her familiar tones.” 

This is interesting, as showing Mrs. Siddons capable of 
successfully varying the large style and heroic delivery natural 
to her, as to all her kin, with colloquial realism. 

Almost immediately after first playing Margaret of Anjou, 
she created the part of Matilda in The Carmelite , a part 
Cumberland professed to have arranged in all its features to 
suit her. The modern ‘star’ play was already creeping into 
vogue. The Rev. William Mason designed Elfrida with an 
eye to Mrs Hartley’s every moycn, and Lalor Sheil contrived 
his Adelaide expressly for Miss O’Neill. Gencst said: “ If a 
list were to be made of all the pieces in which an Irishman 
is pressed into the service merely for the sake of Johnstone 
[commonly called Irish Johnstone, an actor of value] it would 
be no short one.” Dutton designated the innovation ‘the 
present preposterous system,’ and when, in 1825, Pierce Egan 
published The Life of an Actor , he spoke of the old-fashioned 
mode of play-writing as entirely exploded in favour of the 
author — ‘Mr. Give-up-everything’ — writing up to some 
particular actor, actress, or group. 

Round about 1800, several ladies launched tragedies. 
Byron thus disposed of them: “Women (saving Joanna 
Baillie) cannot write tragedy: they have not seen enough 
nor felt enough of life for it.” 

The Scotchwoman Byron credited with good tragedies 
produced eight volumes of them. Three consisted of a 
‘Series of Plays, in which it is attempted to delineate the 
stronger passions of the mind—each passion being the subject 
of a tragedy and a comedy.’ They were designed for the 
stage, but, pace the opinion of England’s then foremost man 
of letters, they were inadequate to sustain stage tests. It 
was expected that Mrs. Siddons and Kemble would make 
some coups de thilitre in De Montfort (the tragedy that 
delineated the passion of hate), but the play, produced on 
April 29th, 1800, oozed through eleven nights, and then 
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(owing, said Sheridan, to the perverted taste of a public that 
preferred to see elephants on the stage) stood stagnant, 
till Kean again failed with it, in 1821. It was over-moralised, 
mechanically organised, palpably one in a set. Yet it has 
beauties, and—as a play to be read—vigour, that go some 
way to explain Byron’s salvo of Miss Baillie, as well as the 
eulogium of Scott, who, while placing Campbell and himself 
infinitely below Burns among Scots poets—‘ not to be named 
in the same day’—regarded Joanna as ‘now the highest 
genius of her country.’ In point of fact, she possessed the 
idyllic, not the dramatic, gift. 

Miss Burney penned a tragedy, Edwy and Elgiva, and 
Mrs. Siddons played in it, but it was visited with damnation 
on its first night of life. The saving sense of the absurd 
that sparkles in every line of Fanny’s diary deserted her 
when she tried to soar. 

Percy , a Tragedy by Hannah More, had every advantage 
from Garrick’s encouragement when launched in 1777, and 
Mrs. Siddons and Kemble did their best with it in 1787, but 
the public found it ‘ sickly,’ it had no root. That Mrs. 
Siddons herself knew what constitutes a good play appears 
from her remark in a letter to Whalley dispraising Great- 
heed’s, “All the people in it forget their feelings to talk 
metaphor instead of passion.” 
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B Y their original numbers, augmented, as we have seen, 
by their marriages within their own profession, the 
Kembles, only less than by their talents, character, 
and prudence, bade fair, at one time, to block theatrical 
avenues and monopolise emoluments.” 1 In the greenroom 
their style was termed ' the family-acting,’ and, by the openly 
envious, 'the Kemble rant.’ Their recitative method, though 
partly determined by the blank verse tragedies then in 
vogue, was also a manner they adopted from temperament, 
and by preference. The spirited manner of Garrick had 
been exercised in the same parts in which the Kemble 
brothers were as declamatory as Quin. 

At no period of her great career had Mrs. Siddons cause 
for serious anxiety as to a rival. It was inevitable, when 
she first became celebrated, that the sexagenarian play¬ 
goer—an evergreen plague—should talk heavily to younger 
people about Susanna Cibber and Hannah Pritchard. Not 
only did old Lady Lucy Meyrick dilate on the plebeian (!) 
emotion of Mrs. Siddons’s Lady Macbeth compared with 
Mrs. Pritchard’s, but Lord Idarcourt, the husband of one of 
Mrs. Siddons’s closest friends, while allowing that she could 
'assume parts with a spirit,’ held her altogether second in 
the somnambulist scene to the great Hannah, her tragic pre¬ 
decessor. 

From the Bath Theatre, as might have been expected, 
came the first of the younger ladies whose names were, in 
succession, for a short time, whispered as possible disturbers 

1 “Drury Lane will be in the hands of Ihe Kemble family, in less than six years.” 
—The Morning Post, April 31st, 1784. 
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of Mrs. Siddons’s peace. Elizabeth (sometimes called Anne) 
Brunton came up to Covent Garden for the 1785-86 season, 
and some spasmodic endeavours were made in the press 
to persuade the public that in the new arrival it would find 
a more than Siddonian star. The Green-Room Mirror said 
Miss Brunton was ‘the Roscia of the age! and phoenomenon 
of Nature ! ” adding, with a touch of anti-climax, that she 
promised ‘ to prove a principal support of the British stage! 

Although London at large did not confirm the enthusiasm 
of Bath, Miss Brunton was acknowledged to be a capable 
actress. She played at Covent Garden till 1792, when, 
having, in the previous year, married Merry, who, as ‘Della 
Crusca,’ had formerly, in Florence, been a prominent member 
of the Arno Miscellany set, she withdrew from the London 
boards, to reappear, in 1796, as a star of the first magnitude 
in the United States, where she settled, lost her husband in 
1798, and married Warren, the Philadelphia and Baltimore 
Manager. This Miss Brunton is not to be confounded either 
with her younger sister, Louisa, who played comedy at 
Covent Garden from 1803 till 1807, when she became 
Countess of Craven, or with her niece, another Miss Elizabeth 
Brunton, whose stage career extended from 1815 to 1849. 
This third Miss Brunton married the actor, Frederick Henry 
Yates. She was Edmund Yates’s mother. 

Late in life, Mrs. Siddons spoke of Miss Sarah Smith, 
afterwards Mrs. Bartley, as having been the lady next held 
up, after Elizabeth Brunton, as her likely rival, but such a 
suggestion must have been idle, sterling actress though Mrs. 
Bartley was. Combe (who disliked Mrs. Siddons) publishing, 
in 1812, his ‘Tour of Doctor Syntax,’ vainly tried, by 
ignoring the great actress, to exalt Miss Smith above her, 
in the following passage :— 

“ The Drama’s children stmt and play 
In borrow’d parts, their lives away;— 

And then they share the oblivious lot; 

Smith will, like Cibber, be forgot! 

Cibber with fascinating art 
Could wake the pulses of the heart; 

But hers is an expiring name, 

And darling Smith’s will be the same.” 
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A sounder judge than Combe, Mrs. Siddons’s worshipper 
Macready, found, when he acted with Miss Smith, that “of 
the soul, that goes to the making of an artist, there was 
none.” 

Before me, dated ‘Dec. 28. 1814; lies an unpublished 
letter 1 from Mrs. Siddons to her niece, ‘Nanny’ Twiss, in 
the thick of which—with one of those abrupt changes of 
subject that so often indicate, on the correspondent’s part, a 
strong, veiled interest in the new topic—these words occur: 
“You see Miss Oniel has quite extinguish me. She has 
really a great deal of tallent and I hope the public will 
continue their adoration of her, for I hear she is a very 
amiable good young woman.” The writer had retired two 
years previously, yet the fact rankled that the public should 
be paying adoration at another shrine. To Rogers, Mrs. 
Siddons frankly admitted that the public had a sort of 
pleasure in mortifying their old favourites by setting up 
new idols. 

Belonging to the long line of conspicuous Irish players, 
Eliza O’Neill, aged twenty, made a ddbut in Dublin in 1811. 
Three years later occurred the inevitable migration, and, on 
her first night at Covent Garden, she took the audience by 
storm. She was naturalesque and mobile, and Talma himself 
spoke of her voice of tears. Beauty, also, she possessed, and 
the gift of blushing rosily under stage emotion, though, beyond 
that power, her dramatic expressiveness resided in her postures 
and gestures, not in her face. Hazlitt acutely observed a 
‘fleshiness’ about her manner, voice, and person which incapaci¬ 
tated her for the Volumnia of Rome and of Shakespeare. 

She had sense enough to refuse the part of Lady Macbeth. 
The trenchant mother of an Archbishop of Dublin thus con¬ 
trasted her with her infinitely greater predecessor :— 

“ Miss O’Neill is said to be more natural than Mrs. Siddons 
was, but to gain no more by it than waxwork does by being 
a closer representation of nature than the Apollo Belvedere. 
Very few discriminate sufficiently in the arts between the merit 
of an exact representation and an ennobled one; and people are 
not fair enough in general to allow that something must be 
1 Kindly placed at my disposal by Mr. Frank Dillon. 
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acrificed of fidelity in order to reach that elevated imitation 
irhich alone gives strong and repeated pleasure.” 

Miss O’Neill had five years in which to prove her 
econdariness. In 1819, Mr. (afterwards Sir) William Wrixon 
3eecher, M.P. for Marlow, swept her off the boards. When 
he wife of a baronet, she is said to have afifected—as Lady 
Derby (Miss Farren) is also said to have done—an amusing 
gnorance of the details of stage life. 

A shoal of young women formed themselves on Mrs. 
Siddons. Genest particularly mentions Mrs. Weston, whose 
)erformance of Lady Macbeth was a close imitation. In her 
etired years, Mrs. Siddons had protigies, and" instructed them 
non-professionally) in acting. One was Miss Dance, whom 
he past-mistress warmly recommended, begging her friends to 
>e present on March 20th, 1821, at The Stranger , at Covent 
Darden, when Miss Dance was to make her first appearance 
>n any stage. Miss Dance possessed good abilities and good— 
omewhat Siddons-like—looks, but she neglected work for ‘ balls 
tnd parties,’ and was discharged in disgrace. She had failed 
0 learn from Mrs. Siddons the great lesson that the laurel 
nust be paid for. 

Not only had Mrs. Siddons imitators, but a mimic—in the 
hape of Mrs. Mary (Becky) Wells, or Mrs. Leah Sumbel, who 
vas so very much a scapegrace that both Miss Farren and 
drs. Siddons refused to play if she were given the secondary 
>arts. At Covent Garden, in 1788, and before and after that 
r ear, in the provinces, Becky Wells used to represent £ a scene 
rom Two Great Tragic Actresses’—Mrs. Siddons and Mrs. 
Irawford—but beyond impudence, a leering smile, and a known 
haracter for liveliness, the performance was only what they 
hen called ‘La La,’ i.e. indifferent, and in every way inferior 
0 the imitations of that brilliant amateur, Simons. Palmer, 
levertheless, paid Mrs. Wells £$o a night to give her imitations 
a Bath. 

It was the speciality of Elizabeth Farren, on the stage, to 
epresent the well-bred woman of fashion, smiling, adroit, quick, 
—some critics said too quick—at recognising a double entendre, 
vhile remaining as invulnerable in manner as she was in private 
haracter. Frigid—in the latter capacity—she may have been, 
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and long-sighted she certainly was, for she remained unwon till 
nearly forty, for the sake of the twelfth Earl of Derby, a man 
of such quaint appearance that he looked a caricature in real 
life. The attachment between them covered eighteen previous 
years, Lord Derby’s first Countess not having had the good taste 
to disappear till within seven weeks of his second marriage. 
Early in 1796, we find Mrs. Pioz/.i writing to the Rev. Daniel 
Lysons: “Will Miss Barren's coronet never be put on? I 
thought the paralytic countess would have made way for her 
long ago.” All London knew the state of affairs, and appre¬ 
ciated the skill with which Miss Barren kept her unalterable 
Earl (the phrase was Horace Walpole's) at thus-far-and-no- 
farther point. Partly as a result of having directed amateur 
theatricals at the Duke of Richmond's, she visited, meanwhile, 
in very exclusive sets. Walpole, in a letter to Miss Berry, 
records the fact of supping, in 1791, at her house—the Bow- 
Window house in Green Street—to meet Sir Charles and Lady 
Dorothy Hotham, Kemble, Lord Yarborough’s sister-in-law, 
Mrs. Anderson, and that conclusive guarantor of a hostess’s 
reputation, Mrs. Siddons. 

Miss Barren, certainly the most eminent comedienne of 
Mrs. Siddons’s earlier prime, had been originally introduced to 
Colman by Younger, for whom she had played in Liverpool. 
She came, at about eighteen, to the Little Theatre (‘ the Hay- 
market’) in 1777, and began work as Miss Hardcastle. On 
her slight shoulders descended, at Drury Lane—where she 
became, from 1778 onwards, principally acclimatised — the 
mantle Mrs. Abingt jn was soon to let fall, and she wore it with 
the elegance with which she wears the fur-trimmed white silk 
‘John’ cloak in the Lawrence full-length, till Mrs. Jordan, 
taking the comedy throne Miss Barren, at marriage, vacated, 
brought in another, less rarefied, type of light acting. 

On the date (May 1st) of Miss Farren’s wedding, Mrs. 
Siddons referred to her marriage in an epilogue, by Mrs. Piozzi, 
unexceptionable—to use a word of the period—in taste. Many 
of the journalists, on the other hand, were fulsome. One writer 
said—what was, no doubt, true enough—that “ the profession 
she has just quitted will acquire a respectability from her ex¬ 
altation (such are the prejudices of the world) which no talents, 
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lowever extraordinary, could procure for it.” Twelve years 
ifter her marriage, Creevey, after dining, with his wife, at Lord 
Derby’s, recorded— 

“. . .at Lord Derby’s nobody but us. Lord Derby excellent 
n every respect, as he always is, and my Lady still out of 
pirits for the loss of her child, but surpassing even in her 
lepressed state all your hereditary nobility I have ever seen, 
ho’ she came from the stage to her title.” 

The true Thalia of our Melpomene’s prime was not Miss 
7 arren, but she who, in Boaden’s for once picture-making 
vords, “ ran upon the stage as a //^-ground, and laughed for 
incere wildness of delight.” If ever a human creature was 
lesigned by nature to please and entertain, it was Dora 
ordan. 

To Tate Wilkinson she owed the surname that suggests a 
>aptism. When, in 1782, as Dora Bland, she arrived, aged 
wenty, in Leeds, with her mother, brother, and sister, none of 
hem ‘ well accoutred,’ he admitted her into his company, after 
sriefly testing her merits. Previously, in Dublin and Cork, she 
lad undertaken anything and everything Daly wanted, and 
vhen Wilkinson gruffly asked whether her line was tragedy, 
:omedy, or opera, she replied, ‘All.’ Wilkinson expressed 
LStonishment, but the protean aspirant was successfully cast, 
>ne night, Calista, in The Fair Penitent , another, Priscilla 
romboy in the farce of The Romp , another, William (“she 
ported the best leg ever seen on the stage,” the Rev. John 
jenest apprises us) in Mrs. Brooke’s opera, Rosina, Her 
Waybill name was ‘ Miss Francis,’ but, before she had been 
ong in Yorkshire, family reasons ‘indicated’ another change of 
lame, and one fortified by ‘ Mrs.’ “You have crossed the water, 
ny dear,” said Wilkinson, “so I’ll call you Jordan.” “And by 
he memory of Sam,” he would add, when gleefully boasting, 
n after years, of his association with the comedy queen, “ if she 
lidn’t take my joke in earnest, and call herself Mrs. Jordan ever 
ince! ” When, one August evening of 1785, as the Poor 
soldier, she was trying to exhilarate a York audience, Mrs. 
siddons happened to be in front. As reported by Wilkinson, her 
omment on the performance was to the effect that Mrs. Jordan 
/as better where she was than to venture on the London 
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boards. The doubt she expressed was, at the moment, justified 
by the limited enthusiasm manifested by the York house 
Fourteen months later, we find Mrs. Siddons writing f rom 
London to Whalley: “We have a great comic actress now, 
called Mrs. Jordan; she has a vast deal of merit, but in my 
mind is not perfection.” 

The day was at hand when, in London, the narrower- 
minded lovers of Mrs. Jordan would inquire, concerning Mrs. 
Siddons, ‘Where is Nature?’ while the duller among Mrs. 
Siddons’s admirers would retort, concerning Mrs. Jordan, 

‘ Surely she is vulgar.’ And Uora Jordan’s day outlasted even 
the ten-year day of the Blessed Damozcl, for it commenced 
with her first Drury Lane season, 1785-86, and only terminated 
in 1814, when, ‘a-tiptoc,’ professionally, ‘ on the highest point of 
being,’ she suddenly quitted the London stage, two years before 
her forlorn death at St. Cloud. She had, formerly, always 
talked of retiring whenever Mrs. Siddons should retire. 

In spite of the ‘ steady, melting eye ’ that sank into Lamb’s 
heart, Mrs. Jordan’s face was not what they then termed ‘ critic¬ 
ally ’ handsome, though her figure received the high encomium of 
Sir Joshua Reynolds’s statement that it was the most perfect in 
symmetry he had ever seen. She had a better gift, for an actress, 
than beauty—that of being whatever character she assumed. 

She subjugated all the men in the audience; she seemed 
created to dry the tears Mrs. Siddons bade flow; like Fontaine, 
the celebrated Dublin dancing-master of her time, she seemed 
to be for ever saying, ‘ Egaycz-vous, mes enfans, il n’y a que 
All that was so sunshiny and full of fun in her appearance, the 
elastic spring, the artless gestures, the quickness of turn- 
gained value from her humourous delivery, her little breaks of 
voice and arch inflections. She made such words as ‘best 
gown,’ ‘ but I don’t—I won’t,’ ‘ I a’n’t deaf,’ each a whimsical 
miracle, and Macready speaks of ‘ certain bass tones ’ which 
‘would have disturbed the gravity of a hermit.’ Galt says that 
the way she pronounced the word, ‘ ecod! ’ sounded as if she 
had taken a mouthful of some ripe, delicious peach. Coleridge, 
discoursing, in 1825, at Lamb’s Colcbrooke Cottage, avowed that 
it was the witchery of her tone that suggested the idea in his 
Remorse that, if Lucifer had been permitted to retain his angel 
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roice, hell would have been hell no longer. The best description 
fa laugh I know is Leigh Hunt’s description of Mrs. Jordan’s. 

In spite of her Leeds debut as Calista, tragedy was outside 
Mrs. Jordan’s range, nor was she capable of personating a fine 
lady. She, thus, never crossed the true path either of Mrs. 
Siddons or of Miss Farren. Comedies supplying two first-rate 
parts where she would not have eclipsed Mrs. Siddons being 
few, Mrs. Siddons and she, so long contemporaneously at Drury 
Lane, very rarely acted together. They did so in Pizarro , and 
also (Nov. 24th, 1797) in The Rivals. Mrs. Tickell contributed 
an interesting aside on Mrs. Siddons, when she wrote, in 1785, 
that Mrs. Jordan ought to “ make a sweet tragedian, because, in 
Twelfth Night , her voice in the pathetic is musical and soft, 
and she has the Siddons ‘Oh!’ in perfection.” Mrs. Jordan 
was far less Euphrosyne off the stage than on it, but, across the 
lamps, no one ever guessed that she knew nervousness, depres¬ 
sion, or annoyance. In her maturity, she was aware of her 
[imitations. “ If the public had any taste,” she said, in the 
greenroom, to John Taylor, “how could they bear me in 
the part [Rosalind] which ... is far above my habits and 
pretensions ? ” 

For twenty years, thanks to Mrs. Jordan, the Duke of 
Clarence enjoyed as much domestic happiness as the Royal 
arriage Act permitted to him. She bore her sailor prince 
5 ve sons and five daughters, and shared her income with him, 
sailing the provincial tours that swelled it her 'cruises.’ Her 
dismissal, in 1811, was due to no fault of hers, and was 
attended by every circumstance of respect. Having left 
England to avoid creditors, her debts being the consequence 
sf bills given by her to relieve her worthless son-in-law, Alsop, 
Mrs. Jordan died, on July 3rd, 1816, of jaundice and 
dejection. 

Little needs to be said concerning other actresses who 
lourished during Mrs. Siddons’s prime. The career of 
Harriot Mellon as an actress was infinitely less interesting 
:han as a woman. She, again, was Irish, and the countrified, 
m-stagy look she always retained, together with a kind of 
;hy boldness, constituted her charm. At Liverpool, in the 
•ummer of 1796, Queen Siddons paid her the supreme com- 
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pliment of leading her forward by the hand, and, in her flat 
forcible way, thus addressing the assembled company': 

<£ Ladies and gentlemen, I am told by one I know very well 
that this young lady for years in his father’s company con¬ 
ducted herself with the utmost propriety. I therefore intro¬ 
duce her as my young friend.” The same bounty was 
afterwards extended to the same actress in the Drury Lane 
greenroom. It was a standard to live up to. 

Miss Mellon was Nature’s own Audrey, but only when 
more eminent actresses were ill did she play leading business. 
On the other hand, romance must cling to the memory of 
one who (in part, by her constant kindness to an ill-tempered 
mother and beery stepfather) attracted to herself a fortune of 
a million and a half. She married Tom Coutts, he eighty, 
she thirty-eight; twelve years later, she married the ninth 
Duke of St. Albans, he twenty-six, she fifty. She believed in 
luck, and was born lucky. She was a rattling, coarse, free¬ 
handed creature. She might have sat to Thackeray for the 
Fotheringay. 

Mrs. Siddons wrote, in 1793, concerning a once celebrated 
actress, “The charming and beautiful Mrs. Robinson! I pity 
her from the bottom of my soul.” Was she thinking of 
Perdita’s arthritic helplessness and suffering, or of the Florizel 
episode, and its sequel? As we have seen, she thanked God 
when her sister, Frances, was safely off the slippery boards, 
and she roundly (and, surely, too sweepingly) termed the 
Drury Lane greenroom of her time c a sink of iniquity.’ 
Much though she loved her art, she almost overestimated 
the danger incurred by the maid who unmasks her beauty 
to the playhouse. 

Considering her rather judging disposition, only too few 
sentences of Mrs. Siddons’s are recorded as to the art of 
other players. When such sentences occur, they go to the 
root of the matter, as where, in a letter to Mrs. Pennington, 
concerning the singer to whom, in Haydn’s opinion, angels 
should have listened, she writes: “ Mrs. Billington is a most 
surprising creature, but her talent plays only round the head, 
without ever touching the heart.” Mrs. Siddons was feelingly 
persuaded of the truth that if technique is the body of art, 
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emotion is its soul. She is discriminating, again, in the 
following appraisement of a male fellow-player:— 

“The Pierre was a Mr. Snow (a banker’s nephew) whose 
stage name is Hargrave: he is a sort of professional amateur, 
with a good figure, and may do better hereafter; but at 
present he is hard and dry: the wheels of his passion want 
oiling, and his voice is harsh. . . . He wants to play Othello, 
but I fear it will not do: he would be more fit for Iago with 
a little practice.” 

Chief of those who passed as heirlooms from the House 
of Garrick to Sheridan’s Drury Lane was Garrick’s right- 
hand man, Tom King, and he became Mrs. Siddons’s sincerest 
early friend there. Within his scanty plot of ground, King 
was an exquisite actor. His style was dry —brut He seemed 
made to uphold sparkling dialogue, to articulate pointed 
epigram and neat antithesis. In his element as Touchstone, 
he was the perfect Lord Ogleby (in Colman and Garrick’s 
The Clandestine Marriage ), and he shone with diamond lustre 
in the tours de force of Sheridanean comedy, Puff and Sir 
Peter Teazle. He made the regulation forty lines of every 
prologue or epilogue he uttered, in themselves, ‘ a little 
drama.’ Off the boards, he was an agreeable person and 
a gentleman, and at his house, at Hampton, says John 
Taylor, Mr. and Mrs. Siddons and Kemble spent some of 
their Christmas holidays. 

After Brereton’s breakdown, the second line in tragedy 
at Drury Lane was filled by Bensley, Wroughton, Palmer, 
and Barrymore. In Bensley (unless ‘ Carlagnulus ’ nodded 
when he wrote of him) there must have been a streak of 
greatness, Wroughton did traditional things in a safe way, the 
others acted ‘with much exactness,’ as the stereotype of the 
day had it, though, sometimes, it is to be feared, giving their 
parts more mouth than passion. 

To modern ideas, the London stage, between Henderson 
and Kean, would, as regarded its men-folk, have appeared 
better supplied on the comedy than the tragedy side. The 
tragedians were hampered by a formula, or convention, which 
involved a ‘classic’ cadence in their speech, worlds away 
from the tone of natural conversation; the comedians, on 
12 













the other hand, drew inspiration solely from actuality. It 
seems safe to believe that a modern playgoer, could he be 
transported to their day, would carry away little save weariness 
from an evening with those orotund tragedians, while he 
would derive an immense amount of pleasure from such 
actors as the gay, efficient, well-bred William Lewis, the 
male counterpart of Miss Farrcn, from Elliston, from Jack 
Bannister, from Parsons, from Suett, from Munden, from 
Liston, and from Charles Mathews. Comedy, in that age, 
was in what John Bernard termed a plethora of health. 
Small parts were taken by good men, and hardly a varlet 
would go on to deliver a message but was a fellow of spirit 
and intelligence. 

When Kemble entered upon the Management of Covent 
Garden, he gave a conciliatory dinner at his own house to 
the performers who were to be under his command. They 
numbered some of the time’s best actors; among them, 
George Frederic Cooke, Lewis, Mrs. Davenport, Mrs. Mattocks, 
Mrs. Beverley, Mrs. Glover, Farley, Hull, Charles Kemble, 
and Mrs. PI. Siddons. The Covent Garden company accepted 
Kemble unwillingly. Plis known pride and authoritativeness 
of bearing prejudiced them against him. In the event, he 
got on better, even with the unruly and insolent G. F. Cooke, 
than might have been expected. 

Cooke was a half-baked Edmund Kean. Pie had none 
of Kean’s refinement, and knew little beyond the slang and 
bravado of tragedy. lie hoped to be the rival of Kemble 
—‘Black Jack,’ who, he boasted, would, one day, ‘tremble 
in his pumps’ on his account. Possibly, he might have 
outrivalled Kemble, had he combined with his own salience 
the other’s idealism and sanity. As it was, he—of whom, 
in 1801, young Dermody had written to Sydney Owenson, 
“Cooke is a constellation, the everything, the rage”—came 
to be only describable as a drunken genius. 

From September, 1803, to May, 1810, Cooke acted, on 
and off, with Mrs. Siddons in Macbeth , Othello , and many 
other plays, but her opinion of him is not recorded. Like 
Macklin, he seemed formed for sardonic parts, and malignancy 
(as in Iago and Shylock) was his strength. One evening— 
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when he was to have played Douglas to Mrs. Siddons’s Lady 
Randolph—found him so flushed with the grape, as they 
said then, that young Harry Siddons had to read the part 
for him. 

In considering Cooke’s biography, the constant wonder 
is how he lived as long as he did. Hissed and degraded, 
he, at last, drifted to the provinces, and thence to the 
United States. In 1812, he died in New York, and Kean, 
when there nine years later, paid for a monument for him 
on which was inscribed, 

“ . . . In various parts his matchless talents shone; 

The one he fail’d in, was, alas ! his own.” 


The selfsame words might have formed Kean’s own epitaph. 

It is an interesting speculation as to whether Mrs. Siddons’s 
temperament required other good actors in order to bring 
out the best of herself, or whether, with Rachel, she would 
have said—or thought—concerning an imbecile cast, “ Mon 
entourage ria ete que pour me rnieux faire ressortir .” My own 
impression is that, though she appreciated and praised good 
work (especially in beginners, and in her own autumn), she 
was rather singularly self-sufficient in her acting, and inde¬ 
pendent of the people around. After the death of Henderson, 
George ill understood she ‘had wished to have him play 
at the same house with herself.’ 1 

Among those who acted with, and were commended by 
her, Charles Young said the most enthusiastic and well- 
judged things about her. There is small need to give the 
outlines of Young’s career, since that little masterpiece, A 
Memoir of Charles Mayne Youngs by the actor’s son, is well 
known to general readers. Leaving out Cibber’s ‘Apology’ 
—which possesses greater, though different qualities— 
Young’s biography is the most indispensable, and the 
wholesomest, theatrical memoir that exists, completely free 
from banal and done-to-death anecdotes. If ever a man 
helped, by his private life and character, to grace the stage, 
the amiable, high-hearted Charles Young did so. 


1 Diary and Letters of Madame D’Arblay , edited by Austin Dobson, ii. 343. 
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When, on April 21st, 1794, Mrs. Siddons first played 
Lady Macbeth in Holland’s new Drury Lane, under Kemble’s 
Management, an aicry of children represented the black 
spirits and white, red spirits and grey, and among them was 
a tiny creature named Kdmund Kean. In 1805, when Kean 
then eighteen, was a stroller, he and his only living peer again 
met, at Belfast, on the boards. Kean was Osmyn to the star’s 
Zara, and Norval to her Lady Randolph. As Osmyn, he 
forgot his words, and Mrs. Siddons, guessing, or detecting, 
drink, shook her head gravely. But she felt his latent power. 
He played, she said, ‘well, very well.’ This was the only 
occasion on which she acted with that unhappy genius, 
before whom, it was said, with some exaggeration, Kemble 
‘ faded like a tragedy ghost.’ 

‘The small man, with an Italian face and fatal eye,’ 
‘ Mr. Kean, from Exeter,’ did not get his chance before a 
London audience till Mrs. Siddons had been eighteen 
months retired. From the testimony of eye-witnesses who 
saw both, it would appear that he made the same tremendous 
attack on the nerves that she had done. 

Soon the new romantic had his school as well as his follow¬ 
ing, half a dozen lesser men were aping his instantaneous 
transitions from the hyper-tragic to the infra-colloquial, and 
we may remember how, in Pendcnnis, Mr. Manager Bingley 
‘darted about the stage and yelled like Kean.’ By virtue 
of his diametrically opposite methods, it was inevitable that 
Kean should now be pitted against Kemble, as Garrick had, at 
first, been pitted against Quin. Mrs. Trench gives a glimpse 
of Kean’s originality, in saying that her children, to whom 
the wailing tragedians, with their raised voices, made Shake¬ 
speare practically unintelligible, enjoyed every word spoken 
by Kean—“his tones are so natural.” 

For eighteen years, the prodigy earned ;£ 10,000 a year 
—and, in 1905, Messrs. Christie sold the green silk purse 
Browning gave Irving, which had been found in Kean’s 
pocket without a sixpence inside. Byron committed to his 
journal for February 20th, 1814, a reasonable hope that 
Kean, by getting into good society, would be prevented from 
falling like Cooke. But the mania for drink, contracted 
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during a boyhood of semi-starvation, proved too strong. 
Added to it, there seethed in Kean something not unlike 
Swift’s sezva indignatio , a madness of rage against things as 
they are. One of the saddest letters ever written, addressed 
by Kean, under date, 1821, to ‘Dear Jack’ Lee, his secretary, 
was sold, in 1906, at Messrs. Sothebys’. Thus it ran :— 

“ I have been mad for three days, imagined that all my 
enemies had congregated for the purpose of destruction, 
aided by demons, riflemen, and rattlesnakes — excellent 
sport; the delirium subsiding, Death placed his ugly visage 
in my view. I have been very drunk—very often—once so 
bad that I could scarcely hobble through Macbeth. Huzza! 
boy—all fun, all jollity, all good fellowship, but, heart, heart, 
when wilt thou break ? ” 

The most recently living actor with whom Mrs. Siddons 
appeared was William Charles Macready, whose hour-glass 
ran till 1873. He and Young were happily associated with 
John and Charles Kemble in Lady Blessington’s tribute, 
“ Were I called on to name the professional men I have 
known most distinguished for good breeding and manners, 
I should name four tragedians—the two Kembles, Young, 
and Macready.” 

Macready was a youth when, in 1812, just before her 
retirement, Mrs. Siddons went to Newcastle to give two 
performances in his father’s theatre. The most stimulating 
lesson in his artistic education was playing with her on these 
occasions. The Manager’s son, as junior lead, was sent to 
her hotel to rehearse Beverley to her Mrs. Beverley, she 
fifty-seven, her stage husband, nineteen. As he entered 
the room where the great lady awaited him with her stately 
daughter, Cecilia, his nervousness was so obvious that, to 
lighten matters, she said, in her elephantine way, “I hope, 
Mr. Macready, you have brought some hartshorn and water 
with you, as I am told you are terribly frightened at me.” 

In the evening, on the stage, when his first scene with 
her commenced, the sensitive novice again stood for a 
moment petrified by her presence, but, upon her kindly 
whispering the word, he was able to proceed. Before long, 
he caught the glow, and began to forget self-consciousness, 
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till, in the last scene, as Mrs. Siddons stood by the side- 
wing, waiting her entrance cue, he uttered a crucial sentence 
in such a way that “she raised her hands, clapping loudly, 
and calling out, ‘Bravo, sir, bravo!’ in sight of part of the 
audience, who joined in her applause. 

The next evening, the last of her two-nights’ engagement, 
Mrs. Siddons played Lady Randolph, and Macready was her 
son. Some of her Newcastle friends had written beforehand to 
her to beg that one of her pieces might be Douglas , young 
Macready’s ‘years and ardour suiting so well the part of 
Norval.’ After the play ended, she sent for him, and spoke 
the following valedictory :— 

“You are in the right way, but remember what I say, 
study, study, study, and do not marry till you are thirty. I 
remember what it was to be obliged to study at nearly your 
age with a young family about me. Beware of that: keep 
your mind on your art, do not remit your study and you are 
certain to succeed . . . study well, and God bless you.” 

Her advice to the player—which might be paralleled in a 
letter from Garrick to Powell—fell on good soil. Macready 
(‘moral, grave, sublime,’ as Tennyson called him) held the 
highest place in tragedy for nearly a quarter of a century. He 
consistently traced inspiration to Mrs. Siddons. 

“Her words,” he said, “lived with me, and often'in 
moments of despondency have come to cheer me. Her acting 
was a revelation to me, which ever after had its influence on 
me in the study of my art. Ease, grace, untiring energy 
through all the variations of human passion, blended into the 
grand and massive style, had been with her the result of 
patient application. On first witnessing her wonderful imper¬ 
sonations I may say with the poet:— 

“‘Then felt I like Home watcher of the skies 
When a new planet swims into his ken.’ 

“ And I can only liken the effect they produced on me, in 
developing new trains of thought, to the awakening power 
that Michael Angelo’s sketch of the Colossal head in the 
Farnesina is said to have had on the mind of Raphael. 
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HER HUSBAND AND CHILDREN 

W HAT of the interior at 14 Gower Street, and, later, 
at 49 Great Marlborough Street? Mrs. Siddons’s 
existence was at the farthest remove from the 
masquerade of prank and vagary a citizen imagination associ¬ 
ates with la vie d'artiste. Nursing her babies, adding up her 

weekly accounts, eating her favourite roast beef, this Madame 
Sarah showed no artistic eccentricity in private life. One 
likes to think of gorgeous Tragedy, sitting by the lamp-lit 
table, surrounded by her early circle of pretty faces and 
youthful talk—talk, one gathers from the family letters, that 
would not have ‘ strained a Boswell to bursting,’ but filled with 
affectionate amenity and light-heartedness. 

It is doubtful whether ‘the modern student’ would feel 
much interest in Mr. Siddons, were details concerning him 
thick as leaves in Vallombrosa. They are not. He left fewer 
traces of himself in written record than the consort of any 
celebrity of as recent a period as Mrs. Siddons’s. Five plain, 
respectable letters by him are to be found in Whalley’s 
‘Journals and Correspondence,’ and four or five, in manuscript, 
in the Hardwicke Papers, and among the British Museum 
Sheridan Correspondence. It transpires that he was, not 
exactly a nonentity, but undervitalised, and bounded by him¬ 
self. In his favour, it should be said that, however unresist¬ 
ingly he may have slid into the habit of letting his wife 
support him, he was a decent liver, 1 and neither ill-treated her, 

1 I have seen an unpublished letter, of 1792, from Mrs. Piozzi to Mrs. Pennington, 
referring to some scandal about Mr. Siddons, in which Mrs. Siddons, for a time, 
believed. Taylor’s Records of my Life , ii. 85, leads one to imagine that the scandal 
was a slander. 
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nor gambled away her earnings. He retired from the stage 
but, says Boadcn, only because lie was too mediocre an 
actor for the family’s credit; he lost a considerable sum 
of money, made by Mrs. Siddons, over the part proprietor¬ 
ship of Sadler’s Wells Theatre, but, there, his intentions had 
been meritorious. It needed a Phelps to make ‘the Wells 
pay. 

It is hard for a man to play perpetual second fiddle to a 
wife, and the man who does so gracefully, and without fore¬ 
going his claims to respect, must be gifted with some hidden 
quality surpassing even his partner’s brilliancy. It may be 
granted that Mrs. Siddons’s prince consort was fussy and 
insignificant, and, as a consequence of his subsidiary position, 
occasionally ill-humoured, but, on the whole, he seems to have 
sustained the r 61 c of Melpomene’s husband with reasonable 
sense and taste. He was an actor—-and he had to undergo 
the humiliation of not acting, and of seeing his better half 
play her great parts supported by her brother. Something, 
in addition, may be urged for him on the score that a wife 
vowed (as his was) to the exclusive worship of her own relations 
is a cross for any man. Altogether unamiable he could not 
have been, since he was liked, as well as esteemed, by a 
brother-in-law. “ The confidence between Mr. S. and my 
Brother is unbounded,” writes Mrs. Siddons, in a letter of 
1798. It was inevitable that he should not be named in the 
diaries of eminent individuals who recorded having met Mrs. 
Siddons out dining. In Windham’s Diary, under May 15th, 
1791, we may, however, read that the writer, having called, 
and found Mrs. Siddons out, “ sat some time with Mr. 
Siddons.” 

Like other subordinate husbands, ‘ Sid ’ talked lengthily of 
his wife. That he had some sense of humour, and could 
even ‘ pull ’ an interlocutor’s ‘ leg,’ seems evidenced by a speech 
the late Mr. James Dibdin reports him as making to Dr. 
Mackenzie of Portpartick. “ Do you know ? ” he asked, “ that 
small beer is good for crying ? The day that my wife drinks 
small beer, she cries amazingly; she is really pitiful. But if 
I was to give her porter, or any stronger liquor, she would 
not be worth a farthing.” 
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When the Lawrence troubles thickened round his daughters, 
Mr. Siddons, as a counsellor and helper, left something to be 
desired. He was, said his wife, so harsh and repelling that 
confidence, on their part and hers, was alienated. Most 
likely, he forgot he had once been young. Messrs. Allen 
permit me to quote a letter, in which Mrs. Siddons, scarified, 
at the time, by ‘briery Circumstance,’ and exasperated by 
her husband’s attitude, reveals his shortcomings to Mrs. 
Pennington— 

“You desir’d me to tell you how Mr. S. received the 
information which I told you had been communicated; with 
that coldness and reserve which had kept him so long ignorant 
of it, and that want of an agreeing mind (my misfortune, though 
not his faulty that has always check’d my tongue and chilled 
my heart, in every occurrence of importance thrd our lives. 
No, it is not his fault , it is his nature . Nay, he wou’d never 
have hinted to Sally anything of the matter, if I had not 
earnestly represented to him how strange such reserve must 
appear to her; whereupon he testified his total disapprobation, 
nay, abhorrence of any further intercourse with Mr. L[awrence], 
whom he reprobated with the spirit of a just man ABOVE the 
WEAKNESSES which are the misfortunes of the Race in 
general.” 

Probably, the sympathies of ‘Sid’ and Sally—so John 
Kemble familiarly named the pair—were not more imperfect 
than Sir Walter and Lady Scott’s. A good deal has been 
made of their ‘ separation,’ of which the malignant Mrs. Galindo 
gives the date—October, 1804. Mr. Siddons’s ever-increasing 
rheumatism had long before decided him in favour of Bath as 
an abiding-place. Cecilia, his ten-year-old daughter, was at 
Bath, at the Miss Lees’ school, Belvedere House; his other 
children were dead, or scattered. He had little in common 
with his wife’s fashionable set. He was inured to her absences 
on tour, and she, though, hitherto, she had nursed him through 
severe rheumatic attacks, was too busy to miss him. So to 
Bath he went, and he and Mrs. Siddons paid each other, from 
time to time, visits of considerable length. 

A significant letter, of December 16th, 1804, given by 
Campbell, from Mrs. Siddons to her husband, after their 
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so-called separation, concerning his ultimate disposition of their 
property, runs as follows 

“ Mv Sii», -I am really sorry that my little flash of 
merriinent: should have been taken so seriously, for I am sure 
however we may differ in trifles, ?cv ran never cease to love 
each other. You wish me to say what I expect to have done 
—I can expect nothing more than you yourself have designed 
me in your will. Be (as you ought to be) the master of all 
while God permits, but, in case of your death, only let me 
be put out of the power of any person living. This is all 
that I desire; and 1 think that you cannot but be convinced 
that it is reasonable and proper.—Your ever affectionate and 
faithful S. S.” 

This undemanding letter in itself gives evidence of the 
simplicity and sincerity of its writer. 

Mrs. Siddons was in Bath during February, 1808. In the 
Bath Herald^ for Saturday, February 6th, I read: “at the 
Theatre Royal Last night but two Mrs. Siddons in the Tragedy 
of Venice Preserved” ; in the same, for February nth: “Mary 
Queen of Scots. Queen Mary by Mrs. Siddons Positively the 
last night of her performing here.” On the following March 
Iith, William Siddons died, unexpectedly—“ as he had prayed 
to die, without a sigh,” Mrs. Siddons told Lady Harcourt. In 
the Bath Journal, for Monday, March 14th, one may read: 
“Friday died at his Lodgings in this City William Siddons, esq: 
the very worthy and affectionate husband of the justly celebrated 
Mrs. Siddons. Though long an invalid dissolution may be 
said to have been sudden as he had passed the preceding 
evening with a circle of friends in his usual social and pleasant 
manner.” The Bath Chronicle, in its next issue, practically 
copied the Journal notice, and a similar item appeared in the 
Bath Herald. The address of Siddons’s lodgings is not given 
in any of these newspapers. In the Bath Abbey Register, an 
entry reads, “ William Siddons was buried on March 16, 1808.” 
In 1908, Miss Harriot Siddons and her brother, Mr. Henry G. 
I. Siddons, grandchildren of Mrs. Siddons’s second son, George, 
placed a tablet in Bath Abbey to William Siddons’s memory. 
It seems unlikely that Mrs. Siddons should have erected no 
monument over her husband’s grave; one can only suppose 



HER HUSBAND AND CHILDREN 


187 


that the original stone has been moved, and lost, during one 
of the changes effected in the Abbey in the course of the 
intervening century. The present tablet bears for inscription: 
“Sacred to the Memory of William Siddons Esq: who died 
at Bath, nth March, 1808.” 

His bleakness and untowardness now forgotten, William 
Siddons’s widow wrote of his death, two or three weeks after 
it occurred, to Mrs. Piozzi:— 

“. . . I shall feel it longer than I shall speak of it. May 
I die the death of my honest, worthy husband, and may 
those to whom I am dear remember me ... as I remember 
him, forgiving all my errors, and recollecting only my quietness 
of spirit and singleness of heart.” 

Since Mrs. Siddons was bread-winner and mother both, she, 
necessarily, had to leave her girls, when children, and, later, 
when invalids, under other feminine care than her own, while 
she was away, earning for their wants. In the direction of 
practical thought for them, and care for their future, this 
great artist was every inch a mother. When, in 1786, Whalley 
named to her his apprehensions of some undesirable marriage 
threatening his pretty niece, she responded—“You could not 
speak to one who understands those anxieties you mention 
better than I do.” Later, when her girls were ‘out,’ she 
encouraged eligible young men, but, at this date, Sally was 
only eleven, and Maria seven. Mrs. Siddons’s sixth and 
youngest child was born, it should be noted, twenty years 
later than her eldest. 

Mrs. Siddons belonged to the type of mothers who frankly 
admire their children, and love to discourse of them. On four 
separate occasions, she wrote to Whalley— 

in 1785, “Sarah is an elegant creature, and Maria is as 
beautiful as a seraphim. Harry grows very awkward, sensible 
and well-disposed,” 

in 1786 (January), when George was newly bom, she 
described him as “healthy and lovely as an angel,” and—this 
was her joke—“ very like the Prince of Wales! ” 

in 1786 (August), “ My . . . children are . . . well, clever, 
and lovely,” 

(October) “. . . Sally is vastly clever; Maria and George 
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are beautiful; and Harry a boy with very good parts but 
not disposed to learning.” 1 

In 1794, Amelia Alderson, afterwards Opie’s wife, wrote to 
Norwich, from London, that she had been to Marlborough 
Street, and found Mrs. Siddons nursing her baby (Cecilia— 
the sixth baby) and “as handsome and charming as ever.” 
The unmarried lady added, “ The baby is all a baby can be 
but Mrs. S. laughs, and says it is a wit and a beauty already 
in her eyes.” 

Shortly after her 1782 re-entry into London, Mrs. Siddons 
sent Harry to Dr. Barrow’s Academy in Soho Square. After 
a few months there, he passed, on Queen Charlotte’s nomi¬ 
nation, into the Charterhouse, where he remained five years. 
“Boys,” observed Mrs. Siddons, speaking particularly of her 
second, George, afterwards the Indian Civil Servant, “are 
noisy creatures compared to girls.” She frequently changed 
her daughters’ schools, though keeping mostly to Bath as their 
locality—this was long before Mrs. Twiss opened at 24 Camden 
Place. In the early part of 1789, Sally and Maria were de¬ 
posited by their parents at Mrs. Semple’s finishing-school at 
Calais, where they appeared to have stayed about three years. 

Thanks to their mother’s genius, there was no need to 
train them for wage-earning. One might have said that the 
unoccupied existences they were allowed to lead as young, 
grown-up girls could not have conduced to health of body 
or mind, but that a sentence which occurs, in 1797, in one 
of Mr. Siddons’s letters to Whalley, “ Sally . . . has had the 
worst fit I ever knew, and is still very ill,” suggests a reason 
for Mrs. Siddons’s tacitly judging their already asthmatic 
elder daughter incapable of a professional life. A statement, 
singular in both senses, occurs in Mrs. Papencliek’s Remini¬ 
scences, miscalled ‘Journals,’ to the effect that Maria was 
expected to appear, at Drury Lane, apparently, early in 1 79 ° (0 
as Lessing’s Emilia Galotti. Mrs. Papendiek (whom Mrs. 
Raine Ellis well summarised as ‘gossipping and credulous 
of gossip’) goes on to allege that Maria has, previously, 
greatly shone, as Lessing’s heroine, in Stanmore Priory 
theatricals, that a brilliant success was anticipated, but that 

1 Appendix A. 
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klrs. Siddons, ostensibly on account of Maria’s youthfulness 
.nd delicacy, and really from fear of being outrivalled, with- 
Irew her daughter’s name just before her d6but. In support 
»f these assertions, there was, certainly, in Drury Lane 
.nnouncements, of October, 1794., mention of ‘ a Young Lady’ 
o play Emilia Galotti as ‘ her first appearance on any Stage,’ 
iut, on the other hand, this description was justified, on the 
light of the production, in the person of Miss Miller. Pro- 
iably, Mrs. Papendiek’s canard grew out of nothing more 
ngible than somebody’s surmise (dimly recollected across a 
Drty years’ interval) that the ‘Young Lady’ might prove a 
/Iiss Siddons. The remainder of the space the ‘Journals’ 
[evotes to the Siddons family is an amusing tissue of error. 

Beauty both Mrs. Siddons’s daughters possessed. Maria 
/-as the lovelier, but Sally’s face had more of the interest 
f character. An enchanting trio, indeed, they and Mrs. 
Siddons—; pulchra , mater pulchrior —must have appeared 
rhen they entered a room together, and it cannot be wondered 
t that the man of the most marked artistic sensibility of 
ny living in England at that time found his imagination 
nchained by this conjoint vision of grace and charm that 
^presented the Siddons-Kemble ‘ type.’ Thomas Lawrence, 
LR.A., afterwards Sir Thomas Lawrence, P.R.A., commenced 
is strange, febrile relations with the Siddons family by 
ecoming, in the first instance, the follower of Sally. Mr. 
[napp’s Pennington and Bird letters invalidate the order 
f the data of the Lawrence drama given in Record of a 
irlhood . So few persons knew, at the time, what was taking 
lace as to Lawrence’s successive volte-face that it is small 
r onder that Fanny Kemble, who had no documents, and was 
rn long after both Miss Siddons were dead, saw through a 
lass darkly. 

Aged twenty-six, Lawrence, at about 1795, was handsome, 
lished, and fascinating. From the moment he settled in 
.ondon, he struck at the highest quarry, and, says Mrs. 
ichbald, in her plain way, “his plan demanded ample pre- 
uses, which in good situations are expensive to the rising 
rtist.” He took up his quarters in Greek Street, Soho, near 
le Siddonses in Great Marlborough Street. 
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To people: of to-day it is obvious how low, compared with 
Reynolds’s level, was tile level on which his over-elegant 
over-facile successor painted. Lawrence’s best work lies in his 
delicate, expressive outline drawings, as to which Elizabeth 
Duchess of Devonshire, wrote: to him, “ I know that your 
drawings are finer than anything known,” and it is difficult 
to think that the same hand drew the captivating heads of 
Mrs. Siddons, reproduced in Mr. Knapp’s book, and, only a 
little later, painted the full-length of her that hangs on the 
staircase of the National Portrait Gallery with its too ruddy 
complexion, its badly hung, over-stalwart arms. What 
Lawrence lacked was the austerity of taste, and of mind, 
generally, which, by enabling a painter to govern his art, 
makes him great. 

During his passages with the Siddons family, we see him, 
in some of his letters, so melodramatic, so bullying, as to 
recall someone’s bitter opinion of Canning, viz. that he 
could ‘never be a gentleman for more than three hours at 
a time.’ Nevertheless, this was far from the impression Law¬ 
rence made, when out of love. People, in general, found his 
manners gentle, and, in spite of his obscure origin and personal 
pretensions, retiring rather than assertive. Benjamin Haydon's 
‘obituary’ comment on him that he had smiled so often and 
so long that at last his smile had the appearance of being 
set in enamel is well known. Less frequently quoted i: 
Haydon’s earlier description (in a magazine article entitlec 
‘Somniator’s other Vision’) of Lawrence being turned—bj 
Michael Angelo’s ghost 1 —into a bottle of sweet oil, wherea: 
Northcote is transformed into a gilded viper, and Fuseli sen 
straight to hell. The general verdict pronounced Lawrenci 
too suave. 

lie was that combination of susceptibility and attractive 
ness which makes a man, almost involuntarily, a flirt. Hi 
whole-heartedly desired to marry Sally Siddons, and, for hei 
wore mourning till his death. Yet he confessed to the Charle 
Kembles that he had, subsequently, been deeply in love wit 1 
the beautiful Mrs. Wolff, while, when he died of ossificatio 
of the heart, still another lady put on widow’s weeds for hirr 
He was even implicated in ‘the delicate investigation’ cor 
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cerning the conduct of the Princess of Wales. “He could 
not write a common answer to a dinner invitation without 
its assuming the tone of a billet-doux \ the very commonest 
conversation was held in that soft low whisper and with 
that tone of deference and interest which are so unusual and 
so calculated to please.” 

It would be clear that the Miss Siddons must have been 
in every way adequate from the fact that such a man gave 
them burning adoration. One all but arrives, indeed, at the 
conclusion that he was in love with the whole family, and 
the whole family with him. The works which established his 
reputation were portraits of the Kembles, and the last sketch 
he ever perfected was that of Fanny Kemble. Who can doubt 
that the image of Mrs. Siddons warmed his imagination from 
the day when, ‘riS 4 13/ he drew her portrait at Bath? 
He was fourteen years her junior, but every actress is one 
to two decades younger than her years. It need no more 
astonish us if sundry living people maintain that he was, 
deep down, in love with her, while supposing himself 
enamoured, successively, of her daughters, than that, in her 
day, evil thinkers invented slander to which the following 
reference is made, in a letter written, in 1810, by the Princess 
of Wales: “The report about Mrs. Siddons and Lawrence 
I always thought most shameful, and never believed it, and 
rejoice that it is proved to be false.” 1 

When Lawrence was sixty, Fanny Kemble, then twenty, 
declared herself on the way to being in love with him, and, 
since she was a Kemble, exercised over him, in her minor 
measure, the old spell. “ Oh! she is very like her [ i.e . Maria]: 
she is very like them all,” he murmured, as he gazed at the 
portrait he had just made of her. It is significant that, when 
he sent her a proof-plate of Reynolds’s ‘Tragic Muse,’ with 
the inscription, “This portrait, by England’s greatest painter, 
of the noblest subject of his pencil, is presented to her niece 
and worthy successor, by her most faithful humble friend and 
servant, Lawrence,” he afterwards sent for the picture, and 
erased the words, “ and worthy successor.” His secretary told 

1 Diary [by Lady Charlotte Bury] Illustrative of the Times of George the Fourth , 
iv. 63, see also ii. 71, 1838. 
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Fanny that Lawrence had the print lying, with the inscript 
in his drawing-room for several days before sending it to ] 
and had said to him, “ Cover it up; I cannot bear to loot 
it.” The most touching fact of all is that when, after y< 
of severance (for, in spite of a few wistful letters writter 
him as necessary occasions arose, she did not resume the 
friendly relations after Sally’s death 1 ) Mrs. Siddons felt 
far from her end, she said to lu:r brother, “ Charles, when I 
I wish to be carried to my grave by you and Lawren 
“ Good God ! did she say that ? ” exclaimed Lawrence, w 
told. Her wish could not be fulfilled, for Sir Thomas 
deceased by eighteen months her he had called 1 
Immortal.’ 

I should have shrunk from even approaching the gro 
Mr. Oswald G. Knapp made his own by his admirable m 
pulation, in An Artist's Love Story, of two unpublis 
collections of Siddons correspondence—1 797-1 803—one 
the other—through him—Miss Grazebrook’s gift to the pu 
but that, realising how incomplete the present chapter w 
be without much reference to them, I wrote to him, and, in re 
received the kindest permission, which Messrs. George A 
& Sons, the publishers of the book, were so good as to rs 
to avail myself of these letters. An Artist's Love Story ‘ 
straight from the facts, one of those ‘ incredible ’ double dra 
of family history that only occasionally, as here, reach : 
logical conclusion in tragedy, desperately piteous, full of 
cruelty and waste of nature. It is absorbing, from the emoti 
intensity that breathes through every letter of these < 
dUlite, and no one can read it without catching some s 
of that dependent affection, almost idolatry, which 
Siddons inspired in her daughters and intimate friends. 

During 1795, Lawrence—who, for some little time, 
been attached, though not, so far, openly plighted, to i 
Siddons, then about twenty—began, by moods of alterrn 
gloom and violence, to evince that something was wrong, 
last, he confessed to Mrs. Siddons that he found he 1 
Maria, the bud of sixteen, better than Sally. This w 

1 He was so dilatory a painter that the fact of his exhibiting the Fitzhug. 
length portrait of her in the 1804 Academy proves nothing. 
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painful situation for Sally, who had reciprocated his devotion, 
but, being a temperate, high-minded girl, the worthy daughter 
of her mother, she accepted the inevitable with fortitude and 
smiles, and, continuing to keep the fact of Lawrence’s original 
courtship of her as much a secret from all but Mrs. Siddons 
and Maria as, up to the present, it was, she stood aside, while 
Lawrence pressed upon all concerned his zeal to become the 
affianced of her younger sister. It was in the nature of things 
that he should have his way, and, by the commencement of 
1798, the engagement was sanctioned, though there were serious 
objections, chief among them Maria’s fragility of constitution. 
Already, a doctor had breathed the word, consumption, as 
being a menace, but the family, like other families similarly 
threatened, had every hope that her ‘youth, and the unremitting 
attention paid her’ would conquer. Up to this time, Maria 
seems to have been less frequently troubled with illness than 
her elder sister, for Sally was subject to spasmodic asthma, 
and rarely free, for more than three weeks at a time, from a 
prostrating attack of it. 

The family, as a family, was more or less pulmonary. John 
Kemble was badly troubled with asthma, and Sally and Maria’s 
brother, Henry, eventually died of phthisis. 

Maria had short joy of her contract. Before six weeks 
were out, Lawrence made it known to her, her mother, and 
Sally that, in spite of his former recantation, he loved Sally, 
and Sally alone. Perhaps, it was never the individual that 
swayed him, but the type. At any rate, this was his final 
return. Whether Maria had proved more trivial, and, there¬ 
fore, less lovable, than Sally, or whether her rapidly developing 
malady (which had begun to necessitate, according to the 
coddling doctrine of the day, confinement to the house during 
the winter) rendered her exacting and unamusing, one cannot 
know. 

Decorum made it impossible for Sally to give her definite, 
overt consent to marry the man who had now played fast and 
loose with them both. That she avowedly loved him two 
letters she wrote him, presently to be quoted, show. 

With an instinctive reaching towards self-justification, she 
laid the unction to her soul that Maria’s “heart could never 
*3 
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have been deeply engag’d." That the wish was here parent 
to the thought is evidenced by the following, in a letter from 
Maria herself to Miss Bird, dated March 14th:— 

" I have been quite ill again. ... I yet think I shall not 
live a long while . . . and I sec nothing very shocking in 
the idea. ... I may be sav’d from much misery ... and in 
my short life I have known enough to be sick to death of it. 
You know I suppose the cause of too much of this misery 
. . . but I have determin’d to be silent.’’ 

On April 8th, commenting on the success of The Stranger, 
the poor child writes: “. . . is it not strange one should like 
to cry ? as if there was not enough of it in reality.’’ 

At the breaking of the Maria engagement, Lawrence’s 
visits to Great Marlborough Street ceased. In the Nineteenth 
Century of April, 1905, Lady Priestley laid open two letters 
Sally addressed to him during the tense period that immediately 
followed, and from these the editor of the Nineteenth Century 
allows me to quote. In the first, Sally wrote:— 

“ You cannot be in earnest when you talk of being soon 
again in Marlborough Street. . . . Neither you, nor Maria, 
nor I could bear it. Do you think that, tho’ she does not 
love you, she would feel no unpleasant sensations to see those 
attentions paid to another which once were hers ? Could you 
bear to pay them, could I endure receiving them ? . . . Nobody 
need know what passes; from me they certainly will not I 
will try to make myself easy, since my conduct is no secret 
to her [Mrs. Siddons] whose approbation is as dear to me as 
my life; but I shall have much to endure ..." 

The remark as to Sally’s mother’s attitude towards the 
complication is interesting. Mrs. Siddons has been called 
vacillating, and even cowardly, in her relations with Lawrence, 
and, no doubt, the glamour he projected, from first to last, over 
her imagination had much to do with her indulgence, her sub¬ 
missiveness towards him. Habituated as she was to the ravings 
of Romeos and Jaffiers, the ravings of Lawrence did not disgust 
her as they would have disgusted a more ordinary matron, 
The artist in her unfailingly went out to this other, younger, 
different kind of artist, a man who to herself was almost a 
lover. And it is difficult to see how so sympathetic a mother 
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could, at this juncture, have denied Sally all chance of the 
happiness on which her heart was set, because Lawrence had, 
for a time, 1 ‘mistaken his feelings' at Maria's expense. 
Mrs. Siddons erred in concealing from her husband Lawrence’s 
new apostasy. She went so far as to request Mrs. Pennington, 
when enclosing Lawrence's letters, to address to her maid, Sally 
Briggs, ‘lest they should fall into improper hands' [ i.e . Mr. 
Siddons's]. 2 Her pusillanimity left her too much in the power 
of a man whose temperament was ‘ artistic' rather than manly. 
Each partaker, indeed, in this chamber drama, with the possible 
exception of Sally Siddons, seems to have shared the tendency 
of the theatrical temperament to make much of small, and little 
of great issues. 

In the second letter, posted on April 24th, Sally, her affection 
intensified by having met Lawrence the previous evening, 
wrote:— 

“. . . I will tell you more on Thursday. Yes, I will telly ou; 
for if it is fine I mean to walk before breakfast ... I shall be 
in Poland Street before nine. You have a key of Soho Square: 
shall we walk there? Oh time, time, fly quickly till Thursday 
morning! . . . 

“. . . Have you taken your ring to Cowen’s ? . . . Have they 
told you it is a TRUE LOVER’S KNOT ? I bought it for you, I 
have worn it, kissed it, and waited anxiously for an opportunity 
to give it you. Last night, beyond my hopes, it presented 
itself. You have it. Keep it, love it, nor ever part with it till 
you return me my letters .” 

It had been arranged that Lawrence was to return Sally's 
letters should he ever love elsewhere. 

Like her cousin, Fanny Arkwright, Sally was a musical 
composer. One of her songs, ‘ When Summer’s burning heats 
arise,' is described as sweet and melancholy, and when, in 
1801, Campbell made—through Charles Moore—the Siddons' 
acquaintance, he wrote: “Miss Siddons . . . sings with incompar¬ 
able sweetness melodies of her own composition. Except our 

1 “Maria reign’d sole arbitress of his fate for two years, or more.”—Mrs. Siddons 
to Mrs. Pennington, August 1798. 

2 So completely was the secret kept from relations that, when Maria died, John 
Kemble, believing Lawrence to be her affianced husband, devoted his leisure to 
comforting him. 
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own Scotch airs, and some of Haydn’s, I have heard none mor< 
affecting or simple.” Some sentences from the next paragrapl 
of this same letter from Sally to Lawrence throw light on th< 
inception of her talent :■ - 

. . I never should have sung as 1 do had I never seei 
you; I never should have composed at all. Have I not tol< 
you that the first; song 1 set to music was that complaint o 
Thomson’s to the Nightingale? . . . You then liv'd in my heart 
in my head, in every idea. . . . You did not love me then. Bu 
NOW ! oh, mortification, grief, agony are all forgot 11 !” 

While these ecstasies were going on without, and while thi 
secret lovers were pacing the Square garden in the spring 
morning—inside 49 Great Marlborough Street the jilted gir 
was beginning to die, as Allan Cunningham maintained botl 
sisters did, ‘just in the usual way of disease and doctors.’ Thi 
Faculty blistered and bled her, and kept her peering out 0 
closed windows, and feeding on her love disappointment, during 
the slow weeks of winter and early spring. “ I long so much t< 
go out,” she wrote, “ that I envy every poor little beggar running 
about in the open air ... it seems to me that on these beautifu 
sun-shine days all nature is reviv’d, but not me ... it appear 
to me that I should be very like myself if I could but take ; 
walk, and feel the wind blow on me again.” 

Our present-day fervour of belief in out-of-door treatmen 
for tuberculosis, and contempt of our great-grandparents’ stuff] 
theories thereupon—which accorded with their canopied an< 
close-curtained four-posters, their nightcaps, and their dread 0 
bathing—make us liable to fancy that fresh air only came ii 
with bacteriology. The following, concerning Maria Siddons 
from Mrs. Piozzi, on March 27th, 1798, to Mrs. Pennington 
merits attention:— 

. . Shutting a young half-consumptive girl up in on 
unchanged air for three or four months would make any 0 
them ill, and ill-humoured too, I should think. But ’tis the nen 
way to make them breathe their own infected breath over an< 
over again now, in defiance of old books, old experience, am 
good old common sense.” 

When July came, the Siddons family migrated, in Maria’ 
interest, to Clifton, The invalid bore the journey well, seemei 
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better for the change, rode, even went to a ball. Less than a 
fortnight later, Mrs. Siddons departed on a professional tour in 
the Midlands, taking her husband and Sally with her, and 
leaving Maria in Dowry Square, Clifton, under the charge of 
the unselfish Mrs. Pennington, ne'e Weston, who lived there. 
From Cheltenham, early in August, Mrs. Siddons wrote to 
Mrs. Pennington:— 

ff I must go dress for Mrs. Beverley—my soul is well tun’d 
for scenes of woe, and it is sometimes a great relief from 
the struggles I am continually making to wear a face of 
cheerfulness at home, that I can at least upon the stage give 
a full vent to the heart which, in spite of my best endeavours, 
swells with its weight almost to bursting; and then I pour it 
all out upon my innocent auditors.” 

The pyschology of the player we conventionally pity, 
because he 

‘hides in rant the heart-ache of the night,’ 

is here laid bare, and one of the first of players is found describ¬ 
ing the outward manifestation permitted to stage tragedy as 
c a great relief 5 to an overfraught heart. To her, artist, primarily, 
as she was, in the thickest of her cares, the exercise of her art 
was a refuge and a safety-valve. Consciously, as well as un¬ 
consciously, she mingled her own pain with the sorrows of the 
part, and, thus, we cannot doubt that the loss of her two 
beloved girls added a further profundity to her embodiment of 
Constance, the bereft mother, in King John. She said, years 
afterwards, that she had never acted so well as once, ‘ when her 
heart was heavy concerning the loss of a child. 5 

Up to the date when Sally left London, Lawrence had 
behaved rationally. At Birmingham, when Mrs. Siddons was 
due, on her tour, to act there, he reappeared, and, on the day 
‘ her sweet Sally 5 was despatched to Clifton to help in nursing 
Maria, as to whom a disquieting bulletin had been received, he 
had an interview with the troubled mother. She had just heard 
from Mrs. Pennington that Maria was developing a fixed idea 
of opposition to the possibility of Sally ever marrying him. 
Was Maria’s attitude vindictiveness against him, we may wonder, 
was there subconscious jealousy in it, or was it what it professed 
itself—dread (which illness rendered morbid) that her sister, 
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dependent on such a man, must be unhappy? 1 Whatever 
Maria’s motive, it seems clear that the fact was communicated 
by Mrs. Siddons, at this Birmingham interview, to Lawrence, 
whom she certainly told that Sally, in view of the desperate 
condition of Maria’s health, now desired—with her own full 
concurrence—definitely to give him up, as a lover. 

In response, Lawrence behaved like (the phrase is Mrs. 
Siddons’s) a ‘ wretched madman/ To threaten suicide, or, as 
its alternative, immediate departure for Switzerland, was, with 
him, no new device. Actually he ‘flew’ to Clifton, where he 
lodged, under the name of Jennings, at the Bear Inn, and pro¬ 
ceeded to bombard Mrs. Pennington with frantic letters, 
imploring her either to remould Maria’s mind, or avert her 
untoward influence over Sally. Possessed by the new, alarming 
suggestion just opened to his view, he forgot everything but 
selfishness. 

Kind-hearted Mrs. Pennington, deprecating his Wertherism, 
but enjoying the romance, granted him, on a scorching day, an 
out-of-door interview, whereat, after trudging backwards and 
forwards, ‘for very Life,’ in a sunny field, beside ‘this torment 
of a man,’ listening to his bluster, she was at last driven to 
‘ flump down upon a dusty Bank ’ to hear him out. Concerning 
Mrs. Pennington, at this juncture, Mr. T. P. O’Connor has 
picturesquely written :— 

“ Here is a pretty situation for our poor fluttering chaperon 
that narrow-winged, timorous, decorous hen that has to throv 
her wings around this tragic flock—-which is not her own— 
with the real guardian, tall, stern, hook-nosed, brilliant-eyed 
authoritative, in far-off Birmingham, enacting feigned tragedy! 

A sterner intruder than Lawrence was about to lift the latch 
From this time forward, the Clifton letters become full of pulse 
perspirations, cough, sleeplessness, debility, long hours, c 
silence, emaciation, ‘ not one trace of even prettiness remaining 
Mrs. Siddons writes, in reply: “ I do not flatter myself she wi 
belong continued to me. The Will of God he done ; but I hop 
I hope she will not suffer much ! ” Regarding Sally, too, thee 
letters report interludes of acute asthma, when nothing avai 

1 Unfortunately, Sally, even after Maria’s death, considered that her sister h. 
been * actuated as much by resentment for him, as care and tenderness for her. 
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but laudanum, under which she lies, for the greater part of a 
week at a time, ‘ her faculties ic’d over.’ But Sally recovers as 
rapidly as she is taken ill. On September 15th, she writes to 
Miss Bird:— 

“ I look forward to the greatest of comforts, we expect my 
belov’d mother in a week, and greatly as the joy of this meeting 
will be damp’d by poor Maria’s situation, yet to me it will be 
the greatest comfort and happiness, if at present I could feel 
happy. Blest in the society and love of that best of mothers, 
I scarcely feel another want, but absent from her, there is a 
vacancy in my heart nothing else can fill. You are become 
better acquainted with her, my dear friend, and have overcome 
the prejudices which made you afraid of her. Now then you 
can imagine what she must be to me , not only the tenderest o 
parents, but the sweetest and most indulgent of friends, to 
whom my whole heart is open, and from whose sympathy and 
consolation I have found comfort and happiness, in moments of 
severe affliction. Depriv’d of every other blessing, I must still 
be thankful for that great blessing.” 

At last, on September 24th, Mrs. Siddons, who, likewise, had 
been counting on (and dreading) this day, was able to rejoin 
her children, and Maria was moved, in a sedan, from Mrs. 
Pennington’s, into lodgings, across the square. Actors and 
their belongings were no less then than they are now the play¬ 
things of gossip, and, already, newspaper writers (‘unfeeling 
Blockheads’ according to Lawrence) were circling round the 
death-bed of Mrs. Siddons’s daughter, ignorant though they 
were of its innermost poignancy. 

One of the moving features in the story is the development 
and intensification of Maria’s character in the school of suffering. 
She began, frivolous and vain, ‘incapable of any exertion of 
mind or body,’ she herself said, and her mother agreed, a 
spoilt younger girl, ready to take on her sister’s lover without 
self-questioning. Only a short time after, but when she is pro¬ 
nounced in danger of ‘ a consumption,’ condemned to the house, 
and forsaken by her lover, a new interest in the doings and 
feelings of others appears in her letters, as well as uncomplain¬ 
ing patience touching her double disorder. Only towards the end 
are wrung from her the words, “ Think what my sufferings must be, 
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when I can wish to leave such a family as mine! yet I do wish to 
be released.'’ And then, as her whole state becomes more and 
more abnormal, there emerges the dogged bias against Lawrence 
which remains with her till the last. 

What, meanwhile, of Sally’s attitude? IIow did she bear 
herself, set midway between the impulsive artist she loved and 
the dying sister he had injured, as, earlier, lie had injured 
herself? A few words from one of Mrs. Pennington’s letters to 
Lawrence best answers:— 

“ This dear Girl’s Mind is as firm as her Heart is tender and 
affectionate. The present critical and uncommon state of 
circumstances in which she is placed calls forth all her energies. 
She is really elevated above all thoughts of Self—alive only to 
her duties.” 

October 7th, 1798, proved to be Maria’s last day of existence. 
The letter in which, at Lawrence’s express request, Mrs, 
Pennington conveyed to him, together with his own doom, every 
detail of the final twenty-four hours, is too piteous to dwell on 
One extract is necessary to explain after-occurrences:— 

“ She desired to have Prayers read, and followed her angelic 
mother, who read them, and who appear’d like a blessed spiri' 
ministering about her. She then turn’d the conversation to you 
and said: ‘ That man told you, Mother, he had destroy’d m3 
Letters. I have no opinion of his honor, and I entreat you t< 
demand them.’ . , . She then said, Sally had promised he 
NEVER to think of an union with Mr. Lawrence, and appeal’i 
to her Sister to confirm it, 1 who, quite overcome, reply’d: ‘ 
did not promise, dear, dying Angel; but I WILL, and DO, : 
you require it.’ * Thank you, Sally; my dear Mother—Mr 
Pennington . . . lay your hands on hers’ (we did so).—‘Yo 
understand ? bear witness.’ We bowed, and were speechless 
‘ Sally, sacred, sacred be this promise ’—stretching out her ham 
and pointing her forefinger — ‘ remember me, and God ble: 
you.’ 

“ And what, after this, my friend, can you say to SALL 
SlDDONS ? She has entreated me to give you this detail- 
to say that the impression is sacred, is indelible—that 

1 Mr. Siddons, also, we must suppose, at Clifton, was out of the room when tl 
scene took place. 
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cancels all former bonds and engagements—that she entreats 
you to submit, and not to prophane this awful season by a 
murmur.” 

To this letter, Lawrence, only consistent in being selfish, 
hurled a reply like a bardic curse. Mrs. Pennington and Mrs. 
Siddons termed it ‘ diabolical. 5 It was the cry of rage of a 
baffled animal, and, with Sally and her mother, injured his cause 
as much as the vow it protested against had done. “ It may be 
love” wrote Sally to Mrs. Pennington, “ but ... I fly with 
horror from such a passion / I will not say that weakness 
shall never return ... We cannot, you know, quite conquer all 
our feelings , but . . . with the help of heaven . . . whatever I 
may feel I will act AS I HAVE PROMIS’D. 55 

Mrs. Siddons quickly returned from the dark, awful impres¬ 
sion of untimely death to what she named ‘the siege of her 
affairs. 5 “ Ce riest que le travail qui guerit de vivrel She was 
no marble lady, bending over an urn. She grieved, and her 
grief was, as she had once honoured a friend’s for being, * little 
clamorous, solemn, simple, 51 yet, in under three weeks, she was 
acting again. Outsiders find it a jarring fact that players 
resume their engagements so quickly, after occasions of 
mourning. It is sometimes forgotten that players think, not 
of the amusement side of the theatre, but of what Mrs. Siddons, 
just after her father’s death, termed ‘ the anxiety of business. 5 

She now chose the part of Isabella, in Measure for Measure , 
for the touching reason that it was ‘ a character that affords as 
little as possible to open wounds which are but too apt to bleed 
afresh. 5 Even now, she could not face the consequences of 
shaking off Lawrence altogether. Perhaps, because she feared 
what she called ‘ an eclat 5 unless he were humoured, she made 
the certainly weak suggestion to Mrs. Pennington that the latter 
should promise him that Sally would become engaged to no 
one else. 

From this time, Lawrence, as a speaking character, drops 
out of the Siddons domestic drama, and Sally, except by some 
comfortless accident, saw him no more. For awhile, he went 
on declaring—to the Twisses—his unalterable determination to 
marry her. When she did, by chance, see him, he behaved 

1 Whalley, ii. 22. 
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ungovernably. Once he wrote to her, but she answered his 
letter so decisively that he began to realise she was immovable. 
In the detached tone that, every now and then, characterised 
Mrs. Sid dons, even in affairs of acute personal interest, she wrote, 
concerning her daughter, under date, November nth, 1799; 
“ Poor Soul, she thought, I suppose (naturally enough for her) 
that his adoration was to last for ever, even against Hope, and 
I think is rather piqued to find that ‘ these violent transports 
have violent ends.’ ” 

Sally wore a brave face, in spite of the inner restlessness her 
intimate letters reveal. Though, shortly after her sister’s death, 
she cared not if she never entered another ‘ crouded ’ assembly, 
she now mixed a great deal in society. She took up the 
successive fashions of the hour—among them, skipping. She 
kept up her friendly familiarity with Mrs. Inchbald’s Charles 
Moore, that phenomenal laugher, the youngest and barrister 
brother of Sir John Moore, on whose distinguished family 
a volume might be written, tragic, too. Mrs. Mair—though, 
it may be, under a misapprehension—states that, at the time 
of her death, she was engaged to Charles. In a letter of 
Mrs. Siddons’s we read that Sally ‘ had a particular regard for 
him,’ a regard, she implies, which, had health been hers, might 
have ripened into marriage. There can be little doubt that 
Charles Moore was in love with her. 

Asthma, meantime, was strengthening its grip on Sally. 
On January 8th, 1799, she writes, “ I am ... in tortures with that 
same pain in my back which returns with the slightest cold.” 
Seven months later, she had an attack so severe as to place her 
life in some danger; in the following November, Mrs. Siddons 
was doubting whether she ought ever to go out in the evening, 
in winter. In January, 1801, one of Sally’s letters contains this 
passage:— 

“I sing but little now to what I did once, and indeed 
I think all my energy is weaken’d since I have ceas’d to give 
delight to the three beings who were dearest to me on earth; 
one is gone for ever, the second is as dead to me, and the third 
no longer takes the same delight in me she once did.” 

The last reference is to the mother in whose absence, two 
years later, she wrote, “ home wants more than half its comforts 
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while she is away.” Between mother and daughter, a little 
cloud had gradually risen, as to Lawrence. While Mrs. Siddons 
was still nervously warding off any likelihood of a meeting 
between him and ‘ the best beloved of her heart,’ her c adorable 
Sally/ she herself, acknowledging to Mrs. Pennington that ‘a 
corner of her heart still yearned towards this unhappy creature/ 
and away from her house and family, renewed friendly relations 
with him. To the disquietude of Sally, and the disapproval of 
intimates acquainted with the facts, she saw him in her room 
at the theatre, almost every evening. But she brought home 
scarcely any news, and no messages. She could never clear 
her mind of the suspicion that Sally would—to her certain 
unhappiness—relent if she came under his spell. Each woman 
must have thought the other weaker than herself. 

Things were remaining in this condition, but with Lawrence 
quite cooled, and cherishing little more than a memory of Sally, 
when, in May, 1802, her Drury Lane period finally ended, and 
her Covent Garden period not yet begun, Mrs. Siddons, attended 
by Patty Wilkinson, who had companioned her and Sally ever 
since Maria’s death, started for Ireland on a tour of considerable 
duration. Sally was judged just not well enough to go. She 
stayed in London, with her father; her brother, George; during 
school holidays, little Cecy Siddons; and Dorothy Place, 
another girl friend almost domiciled in Great Marlborough 
Street. 

Mrs. Siddons left home with a heavy heart. She was 
oppressed by a presentiment of misfortune, and, since it was 
natural she should fix her fears on the likeliest calamity, we 
find her writing to Mrs. Piozzi: “. . . my eyes have dwelt with 
a foreboding tenderness too painful, on the venerable face 
of- my dear father, that tells me I shall look on it no more.” 

Summer and autumn brought her letters calculated to 
reassure her as to the welfare of those left behind. Sally’s told 
of jaunts with Bertie Greatheed and Charlie Moore, a 'pic-nic* 
in the Temple, Dorothy’s new hat, ‘a pretty cold supper,’late 
hours, visits to the play—“how delightfully I laughed at 
‘Fortune’s Frolic.’” It all sounded wholesome and young. 
Henry Siddons’s wedding took place during this same summer, 
and Sally sent Patty a description of how Miss Murray looked 
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in her travelling wedding dress, how moist people’s pocket 
handkerchiefs were, how nervous Harry was—so nervous that 
he c shook,’ how, nevertheless, he “ was very ready to reply, and 
cried out, c I will,’ ” and wanted to put on the ring, before the 
proper time. 

Mrs. Siddons’s three headquarters were Dublin, Cork, and 
Belfast, and, in each, her popularity and profits were enormous. 
The profits were wanted, for, in the late autumn, ‘Sid’ wrote, 
anxious as to ways and means, and begging her to accept 
a Liverpool offer, unless she chose to extend her Dublin 
engagement. There was a long bill for the decoration of 
49 Great Marlborough Street, and George needed a costly outfit 
for India. Upon this, the money-maker arranged to keep on 
in Dublin for the winter. On December 9th, the news came to 
her of Roger Kemble’s death on the 6th. The comforting and 
rational promise, “ Instead of thy fathers shall be thy children,” 
was not to be fully verified to her. 

In February, 1803, in Dublin, Mrs. Sidclons had the—in part, 
heart-aching—pleasure of a fortnight’s visit from her son, 
George, just before his departure for Bengal. “Their mutual 
smiles,” wrote Patty Wilkinson, “ were often more affecting than 
any tears.” They never met again. 

Not till almost mid-March did any suggestion reach 
Ireland that Sally (of whom George’s news had been good) 
was acutely, and, this time, mortally stricken. On March 10th, 
Mr. Siddons wrote to Patty Wilkinson, but begged her to say- 
nothing to alarm his wife. Patty, trusting her own judgment 
in preference to his, showed Mrs. Siddons the letter, and 
Mrs. Siddons determined to throw everything over, and hasten 
home. Unhappily, the gale was so contrary, that, for days, 
boats could not put out. A brighter report, meanwhile, arrived 
from ‘Sid,’ who—unforgivably callous, at such a juncture, in 
thinking solely of gain—urged Mrs. Siddons not to abandon 
a pending engagement at Cork. On this, she proceeded to 
Cork, whence she wrote to Mrs. Fitzhugh in London:— 

“. . . Would to God I were at her bedside! . . . Will you 
believe that I must play to-night, and can you imagine any 
wretchedness like it in this terrible state of mind? For a 
moment I comfort myself by reflecting on the strength of 
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the dear creature’s constitution. . . . Then again, when I think 
of the frail tenure of human existence, my heart fails, and 
sinks into dejection. . . . The suspense that distance keeps 
me in, you may imagine, but it cannot be described.” 

There was no telegraph, and, in those ante-steamship, 
ante-railway days, Ireland was more distant from London 
than Seville is now. After further days of bad weather and 
delayed packet service, an unfavourable bulletin reached Mrs. 
Siddons. In contrast to her husband, her Cork Manager, Pero, 
showed himself sympathetic and generous regarding the 
breaking of his bargain, and, having settled this, she returned 
—in the hope of a possible sea-passage—to Dublin, where, 
again, she had to await a change of wind. In her anguish, she 
wrote to Mrs. Fitzhugh:— 

“ I am perfectly astonished . . . that I have not heard from 
you, after begging it so earnestly. ... I cannot account for 
your silence at all, for you know how to feel. I hope to sail 
to-night, and to reach London the third day. . . . Oh God! 
what a home to return to . . . and what a prospect to the end of 
my days ! ” 

When, at last, she had got as far on her journey as 
Shrewsbury, she was met by a letter which boded the worst. 
Two hours after Mr. Siddons wrote it, on March 24th, 1803, 
Sally, at the age of twenty-seven, breathed her last. She had 
been under the care of one of the leading doctors of the 
day, Sir Lucas Pepys. Her death was, in all probability, due 
to emphysema of the lungs, induced by the severity and 
frequency of her paroxysms of asthma. Immediately she 
was dead, some one was charged to carry the tidings to 
Shrewsbury. Mrs. Siddons was reading her husband’s latest 
letter as Patty Wilkinson was called from the room. When 
Patty returned, she had no need to speak. Her face told all. 

For a day, Mrs. Siddons lay as cold and quiet as a stone, 
in a state that may well have been the culmination of those 
‘desperate tranquillities,’ that, in private, life were, she said, 
her way of manifesting the tragedy within. 

Three months later, we find her writing to Mrs. Galindo:— 

"... the inscrutable ways of providence! Two lovely 
creatures gone, and another is just arrived from school with 
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all the dazzling, frightful sort of beauty that irradiated the 
countenance of Maria, and makes me shudder when I look 
at her. I feel myself like poor Niobe grasping to her bosom 
the last and younger of her children . . 

This last and youngest was Cecilia, the only daughter, as 
George was the only son, who survived Mrs. Siddons. Cecilia, 
who was nine when Sally died, was Mrs. Piozzi’s godchild, and 
named after Cecilia Thrale. Dr. Whalley was her godfather, 
or, as she, when little, persistently said, her ‘ grandfather.’ I n 
spite of the ‘dazzling, frightful sort of beauty,’ she was 
preserved to be the comfort of her mother’s declining years. 
So faithfully did she play the home-keeping spinster princess 
to her mother’s widowed queen that people thought the r 61 e 
absorbed her energies to an unfair extent. “Cecilia’s life,” 
wrote Fanny Kemble, “ has been one enduring devotion and 
self-sacrifice." In an unpublished letter from George Siddons, 
dated Calcutta, 25th May, 1819, the writer inquires, “ Is my 
sister likely to get a mate, or is it her resolve to die a—miss?" 
Six months after Mrs, Siddons’s death, Cecilia, ‘ aged and 
thin,’ appeared, to her cousin Fanny, to have lost the one 
idea of her whole life. 

About eighteen months more elapsed, and, then, Cecilia, 
aged thirty-nine, with ;£ 15,000, married George Combe, of 
Edinburgh, who, till about 1837, when he retired, was a 
Writer to the Signet. In 1828, Combe published a book, 
The Constitution of Man in relation to External Objects, 
which approached in circulation to the Bible, The Pilgrim’s 
Progress , and Robinson Crusoe. We recall Fanny Kemble’s 
statement as to ‘ the very decided character ’ of her cousin, 
Cecilia’s, face when we read that Combe had no idea of risking 
matrimony until he had thoroughly examined his lady-love’s 
head, and found her ‘ anterior lobe to be large, her 
Benevolence, Conscientiousness, Firmness, Self-esteem, and Love 
of Approbation amply developed ; whilst her Veneration and 
Wonder were equally moderate with his own.’ In consequence, 
or in spite, of these discoveries, the marriage proved happy. 
The phrenologist died in 1858; Cecilia died (without issue) on 
February 19th, 1868. 

Henry, the eldest of Mrs. Siddons’s children, who, after 
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the Charterhouse, was, like his sisters, sent to France, had an 
unconquerable taste for drama. At fifteen, he wrote an 
interlude called Modern Breakfast , which was acted at Mrs. 
Stephen Kemble’s benefit. Five years later, he dramatised— 
and, says Genest, ‘ dramatised most vilely —Anne Radcliffe’s A 
Sicilian Romance. However poor, the piece was produced at 
Covent Garden. In secondhand booksellers’ we may see— 
without feeling constrained to purchase—a work, entitled Practical 
illustrations of rhetorical gesture and action, adapted to the English 
drama, From a work on the same subject by M, Engel , Member 
of the Royal Academy of Berlin. By Henry Siddons. 1807. 

Madame Mere strongly desired that her elder son would 
enter the Church, but the stage magnetised him, and, in the 
summer of 1801, he was acting with her in the provinces, 
preparatory to a winter season at Covent Garden. On 
October 8th, he made his first London appearance, as the hero 
of Integrity, a comedy newly adapted from the German. Ever 
diffident and nervous, young Siddons is said to have begged 
the speaker of the prologue to intercede with the audience in 
his favour, but this was refused. Strengthened by his name, 
he made a tolerably successful d<£but. The letters his mother 
wrote, at the time, to Mrs. Inchbald and Mrs. Fitzhugh are 
touching in their anxiety and would-be pride, combining with 
prescience, mute, but manifest, that Harry would never become 
great. 

As a matter of fact, the ‘Stranger’ was the only part he 
personated with success, and that because it suited his own 
disposition, for, as Mrs. Siddons observed, he had ‘a fine, 
honorable, but alas! melancholy character.’ He possessed too 
little self-confidence, or, perhaps, as some one said, too fine a 
contexture of nerve. Upon finding him described as deficient 
‘in his voice, form, and face,’ the commentator may question 
whether the force of deficiency could go farther. Galt, when 
quite young, saw Harry play Macbeth, at Durham, to the Lady 
Macbeth of Mrs. Siddons, and noted:— 

“ Through all the performance she spoke as it were in a 
suppressed voice, that seemed to lend additional poetry to the 
text. I afterwards, however, suspected that it was accidental. 
Henry Siddons, her son, who performed Macbeth, was not a 
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judicious actor; his emphasis was too boisterous, and it might 
be that she assumed the undertone . . . from a desire to 
moderate his loud vehemence ; at least, I never heard her speak 
in the same key again.” 

Harry married a great-granddaughter of that John Murray 
of Broughton who, after being Prince Charles Edward’s 
Secretary, became ‘ Mr. Evidence Murray.’ The marriage was 
happy, Harriet Murray was an agreeable actress, and we need 
only to consult the first volume of Record of a Girlhood to find 
what sunshine she diffused in her home. None of the Harry 
Siddons’ three children took to ,acting. When they were little, 
Grandmother Siddons was going to play Coriolcinus, in Edin¬ 
burgh, and wanted to bring them (as one of them, when Mrs. 
Hair, long afterwards remembered) on the stage, but their 
father would not consent. 

It was owing to Walter Scott’s cordiality that, in 1809, 
Siddons became lessee and Manager of the New Theatre 
Royal, Edinburgh, and we may guess Scott’s enthusiasm when 
his friend’s son produced, as his first new play, Joanna Baillie’s 
The Family Legend ,, propped by Mrs. Siddons. “ Siddons is a 
good lad,” he told Joanna Baillie, “ and deserves success.” 
Even this warm backer could not away with Harry’s own play, 
produced in March, 1810—“it was such a thing as if I or you 
had written it . . . would have been damned seventyfold,” he 
wrote to Miss Baillie. 

On April 12th, 1815, while still Edinburgh Manager, Harry 
Siddons died, of consumption, at forty-one. He left, said his 
mother, “a sphere of painful and anxious existence with which 
he was ill calculated to struggle.” Mr. Leigh permits me to 
reproduce an unpublished letter (facing p. 218), addressed by 
Mrs. Siddons to Mrs. Piozzi, shortly after his death. It is a 
letter that shows an already venerably resigned attitude towards 

‘Death the Skeleton 
And Time the Shadow,’ 

and shows, too, Mrs. Siddons’s power of writing nobly. 

Though she bore calamities with the equal mind of some 
Cornelia of old, none the less she felt them. 

In 1803, or late in 1802, her consistent patron, the Prince 
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of Wales, gave her second son, George Siddons, an Indian 
cadetship, and, almost immediately after, a writership, which, 
in the interval, fell vacant. I have before me a sheet of 
voluminous MS. letters, the property of Mr. Horace Twiss, that 
were written by George, from Sumatra and Calcutta, to his 
cousin c Nol’ (Horace) Twiss. The ingrained Civilian, with his 
Anglo-Indian jests, grievances, conventional propriety, stoicism, 
and home-sickness, speaks through them. George became 
Collector of Calcutta Government Customs, and married a lady 
who, on one side, derived her blood from the Kings of Delhi. 

India was destined to absorb an extraordinary number of 
Mrs. Siddons 5 s descendants. In Notes and Queries , for January 
1st, 1887, appeared a letter from the late Colonel H. G. F. 
Siddons, George Siddons’s grandson, which showed that the 
Siddons race was, then, in no immediate danger of ceasing to 
obey the Divine injunction to replenish the earth. The courtesy 
of the Editor of Notes and Queries enables me to quote from 
this interesting document, as follows:— 

“ . . . Sarah Siddons (the tragedienne) left three children 
who married, namely, Henry, George, and Cecilia. 

“ Of these, Henry married Miss Murray, and left issue (a) 
Henry Siddons, of the Bengal Engineers, who married his 
cousin, Harriott Siddons (below named), and left one child, 
Sarah Siddons, now living, unmarried. ( 5 ) Sarah, who married 
William Grant, of Rothiemercus, and left no issue, (c) Elizabeth, 
who married Major Mair, of Edinburgh, and left a son and four 
daughters. 

“Mrs. Siddons’s second son, George, of the Bengal Civil 
Service, married Miss Fombelle, and left issue (a) Frances, who 
married Professor Horace Wilson, and left six daughters. ( b ) 
George Siddons, of the Bengal Cavalry, who left one child, 
Mary, married to J. Hawtrey, and now living. ( c ) Harriott, 
who married her cousin, Henry Siddons, and left one child, 
Sarah Siddons, above named, (d) Sarah, who married William 
Young, of the Bengal Civil Service, is now living, and has two 
sons and two daughters, (e) Henry Siddons, of the Madras 
Cavalry, who left one child, Henry Siddons (the undersigned), 
now living, married, (f) William Siddons, of the Bengal Native 
Infantry, who left four children, all now living, namely, Mary 
14 
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Scott Siddons, who married, but resumed the name; Harriott 
Siddons, unmarried; William Siddons of the Bengal Un¬ 
covenanted Service, who is married and has two daughters- 
and Henry Siddons, unmarried, (jf) Mary, who married Robert 
Thornhill, of the Bengal Civil Service, and was killed at 
Cawnporc, leaving two sons and one daughter. . . . 

Henry G. F. Siddons 
Major, Royal Artillery 
Liverpool ” 
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FRIENDS 

A PART my heroine admirably sustained, that of Mrs. 
Siddons , she enacted before two widely contrasted 
generations. Her early approver, Dr. Johnson, passed 
away with the year 1784, and the eighteenth century died 
with him. A short silence fell, and then, 

“ Scattering the past about, 

Comes the new age” 

—a wigless age, presided over by Wordsworth, Coleridge, and 
Byron. 

The reserve, the shut-up-ness occasional observers depre¬ 
cated in Mrs. Siddons disappeared when she was with the 
few people outside her family to whom she was genuinely 
attached. We have seen how warm were her expressions of 
affection towards the Whalleys. Another person she admitted 
into full confidence was Hester Lynch Piozzi, whom she 
addressed as c my beloved friend’ and ‘dear soul,’ while Mrs. 
Piozzi, in return, referred to her as ‘dear Siddons,’ ‘charming 
Siddons.’ When, in 1782, Mrs. Piozzi, then Mrs. Thrale, first 
met the actress, she said, in her crisp way, to her ‘ Tyo,’ 
alluding to Mrs. Siddons’s heavy manner, “This is a leaden 
goddess we are all worshipping! however, we shall soon gild 
it.” Sober-sided, deliberate Mrs. Siddons and volatile, berouged 
Mrs. Thrale only became intimate after the latter was married 
(‘ignominiously married,’ Johnson, after the event, absurdly 
told her) to Piozzi. Mrs. Siddons did not expect to care 
much for Mrs. Piozzi, she told Lady Harcourt, in 1790, but 
an unexpectedly prolonged stay of three weeks at Streatham 
completely won her. Concerning her> Mrs. Piozzi wrote, in 

axi 
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1801, “the longer one knows that incomparable creature the 
more reasons spring up to esteem and love her.” The two 
ladies were complementary to each other, rather than obviously 
sympathetic. Johnson’s Thnilia--•to quote Mr. Birrell’s phrase 
—-was the older in years, Mrs. Siddons in temperament. 

The Miss Thrales appear to have been the last visitors 
admitted to Maria Siddons before she died, and Lawrence, 
who was resenting everything, hated to hear of the descent 
upon the sick-room of these ‘ mannish women/ with their crass 
glances and ‘ shock’d ’ inquiries. Their mother, with her tact 
of discernment, foresaw that Mr. Siddons’s grief over Maria’s 
death would be deeper-seated and more corroding than Mrs. 
Siddons’s. 

Of all the people with whom Mrs. Siddons, in her earlier 
days, was intimately thrown, Mrs. Inchbald was the most 
interesting. She possessed far more personality than she 
could distil even into nineteen plays and that still captivating 
novel, A Simple Stoty . As an actress, she was, naturally, 
beside Mrs. Siddons, ‘a waxen taper in the solar blaze.’ 
There is a well-known story as to how, coming off the stage, 
one evening, she was about to sit next Melpomene in the 
greenroom, when, suddenly, looking at her, she exclaimed, 
“No, I won’t s-s-s-sit by you; you’re t-t-t-too handsome!” 
In her curiously unoffending candour resided a great deal of 
pretty, freckled Mrs. Inchbald’s peculiar charm. The Kembles 
and Twisses all loved her, and addressed her as ‘ dear Muse.’ 
Lamb spoke of her as the only endurable clever woman he 
had ever known. 

When Mrs. Inchbald had turned hardworking authoress, 
and Mrs. Siddons was moving among social stars of the first 
magnitude, occasional complaints were made of the latter’s 
giving little to her ‘ old ’ friends save ‘ recollections.’ Such com¬ 
plaints did not necessarily convict her of worldliness. “You 
know too well what a hurried life mine is, to need apology 
for this hasty, almost unintelligible scrawl,” she wrote, on one 
occasion, and, with what she might well call, in writing to 
Mrs. Pennington, her ‘ numerous claims/ it was equally impos¬ 
sible for her to see the same persons often. At another time, 
we find her begging Whalley to ‘impute anything to her 
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rather than suppose that any earthly circumstance of wealth, 
or honour, or grandeur, or any other nonsense of the kind, 
could abate her esteem and love 5 for him and Mrs. Whalley. 

The strongest impression derivable from Boaden’s mostly 
twaddling c Memoirs ’ of Mrs. Inchbald is that of her life¬ 
long, self-denying frugality, which seemed uncalled for, in 
view of her considerable literary earnings. Frequent in¬ 
vestments in the Reduced Annuities and Long Annuities 
were her sole personal luxuries. On the other hand, she 
was ceaselessly liberal to very unsatisfactory sisters—there 
was nothing in relation to her thriving, but herself, says 
her biographer. Through all her battles, she preserved her 
capacity for ‘larkiness.’ Aged thirty-five, she enters in her 
journal, “On the 29th of June (Sunday) dined, drank tea, 
and supped with Mrs. Whitfield. At dark , she and I and her 
son William walked out. I rapped at doors in New Street 
and King Street and ran away. 5 ’ Nothing sayable in few 
words, descriptively, as to Mrs. Inchbald would render her 
as clearly ‘seen’ as a couple of extracts from her letters. To 
her friend, Mrs. Phillips, she indited this caustic aphorism :— 

“ I think, in your determinations concerning your children, 
you do not sufficiently consider . . . how much more than 
upon all your poor efforts for their welfare, their success will 
depend upon chance. Still, do the best you can; and then 
call that chance by the name of Providence, and submit to it.” 

Touchingly, and freshly, in one of her later letters, she 
wrote: “It is only in the promises of the Gospel that I can 
ever hope to be young and beautiful again.” 

One of Mrs. Richmond Ritchie’s ‘sibyls,’ Mrs. Opie, was 
a fervent friend of Mrs. Siddons’s, though, after she left 
8 Berners Street, upon Opie’s death, in 1807, and resettled 
with her father in Norwich, there, later, to become a dove- 
grey, always pleasantly coquettish, Quakeress, she only saw 
her London intimates when she made those periodic descents 
of hers into the metropolitan whirlpool which suggest to the 
reader of her letters a vegetarian convert’s lapses in the 
direction of supremes de votaille. Mrs. Inchbald thought Mrs. 
Opie cleverer than her books, which may well have been the 
case. The long list of her lovers and friends makes it clear 
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that she was a delightful creature to be with. In 1798, J 0 h n 
Opie, R.A., became her husband. Mrs. Siddons used to say 
“ I like to meet Mr. Opie; for then I always hear something 
I did not know before.” Opie’s (see illustration to face p. 184) 
is the; only portrait of William Siddons that has rewarded a 
diligent search. 

Opie’s widow testified how warm had been her regard for 
Mrs. Siddons, when—after the death of the latter—being 
shown, in Sir John Soane’s Museum, a plaster life cast 
(curiously open-lipped) from the retired actress’s face that 
still hangs there, she broke into a passion of tears. 

Another friend of Mrs Siddons’s was that woman-souled 
and man-minded little lady, Joanna Baillie. Drama was 
Miss Baillie’s star, and she was dreaming of Mrs. Siddons 
when she wrote De Montfort . The description of Jane de 
Montfort’s appearance, in Act II. Scene 1, is a description 
of the actual Mrs. Siddons’s in 1800:— 

Lady.— How looks her countenance? 

Page. —So queenly, so commanding, and so noble, 

I shrunk at first in awe j but when she smil’d, 

For so she did to see me thus abash’d, 

Mcthought I could have compass’d sea and land 
To do her bidding. 

Lady. — Is she young or old? 

Page. —Neither, if right I guess; but she is fair: 

For Time hath laid his hand so gently on her, 

As he too had been aw’d. 

Lady. — Is she large in stature? 

Page. —So stately and so graceful is her form, 

I thought at first her stature was gigantic; 

Tut on a near approach I found, in truth, 

She scarcely does surpass the middle size 

. . . . as she moves 

Wide flows her robe in many a waving fold, 

As I have seen unfurled banners play 
With a soft breeze.” 

Though De Montfort failed to grip the public, Mrs. Siddons 
naturally loved the glorified herself that was her part in it. 
“ Make me some more Jane de Montforts 1 ” she said to Joanna 
Baillie. 

In her Recollections of the Past , Mrs. Mair preserves the 
record of a religious correspondence that passed between 
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Joanna Baillie and Mrs. Sid dons, in later life. The former 
had seen cause to modify her early view on some minor tenets 
of orthodoxy, a fact she thought it right to communicate to 
so near a friend. Mrs. Siddons received the news of the 
changes in her outlook, not uncharitably, but with the 
characteristic parenthesis, “ I still hold fast my own faith 
without wavering. 5 ’ 

Hannah More’s is a name which, particularly during its 
bearer’s mundane first period, belonged to the Garrick circle. 
At several points, later, it impinged on the orbit of Sarah 
Siddons. The lady whom, in 1781, Mrs. Garrick called her 
Chaplain, resembled Mrs. Opie in becoming, as time went 
on, more avowedly ‘strict/ By 1787, she refused to go to 
see her own tragedy, Percy> when it was revived, even with 
that paragon of decorum, Mrs. Siddons, as its heroine. From 
letters included in their respective biographies we find that 
Mrs. Siddons 5 s ‘affectionate friend, Hannah More, 5 used to 
send her copies of her works, and further ‘encourage and 
cheer 5 her way (the quoted words are Mrs. Siddons's) ‘to 
the better world. 5 

“ I have heard, 55 Miss More wrote to her, from Barley 
Wood, in 1811, “that you consider the Bible as your 
treasure. May it continue to be your guide through life, and 
your support in that inevitable hour which awaits us all. It 
has pleased God to bless my little book [probably, a new 
edition of Sacred Dramas ] with a degree of success which I 
had no reason to expect. 55 

Anna Seward burnt voluminous incense before Mrs. 
Siddons. With a letter, inviting her, on her way from Bir¬ 
mingham, to stay a few days at Lichfield, or, in Sewardian 
diction, entreating the honour of the Siddons sleeping beneath 
her roof, she enclosed a twelve-lined sonnet (addressed by 
the Same to the Same) which had ‘ descended, 5 she said, that 
morning, ‘ from her pen. 5 

“ Behold, dividing still the palm of Fame, 

Her radiant Science, and her spotless Life ! ” 

thus, for an inflated ‘Swan, 5 rather neatly, she wound up 
the lines. The Swan of Lichfield came, at times, so perilously 
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near writing herself down its goose, that we are apt to under¬ 
value sound anti shrewd observations that, betweenwhiles 
* descended J ” »to employ again her mountebank phraseology— 
from her tireless pen and tongue. 

Like Joanna Baillie, Maria Edgeworth, and other ladies 
of original minds and irreproaehahle morals, Mrs. Siddons 
visited at the house of Sir Ralph and Lady Noel Milbanke 
(afterwards Noel), and became interested in their reticent, 
almond-eyed daughter, <( almost the only young, pretty, 
well-dressed girl we ever saw who carried no cheerfulness 
along with her." 1 To Mrs. Siddons, at the close of 1814, 
Annabel Milbanke wrote to announce her engagement to 
Byron, and her letter, noted Mrs. Siddons’s granddaughter, 
Mrs. Mair, who owned it, was * so full of hope that the results 
which so soon followed seemed sad indeed.’ The best 
sympathetic account of Lady Byron—the Lady Annabel 
Herbert of Disraeli’s Vatetia— to be met with forms one of 
Harriet Martineau’s ‘Biographical Sketches’ (1868). Lady 
Byron had strong private-life admiration for Mrs. Siddons, 
and, with Lady Noel, both visited her, and was visited by 
her at the Noels’ house at Ktrkby Mallory, Leicestershire. 

Of all Mrs. Siddons’s friends, the most adoring was Mrs. 
William Fitzhugh. She was a sister of the William Hamilton 
who rescued the Rosetta Stone from the French, shipped the 
Elgin Marbles for England, and became the official successor, 
after an interval of twenty-two years, of a better known name¬ 
sake at the court of Naples. For years, Mrs. Fitzhugh played 
henchwoman to Mrs. Siddons. In London, she tried to be 
with her all day, and spent the evening in her dressing-room 
at the theatre. She corresponded incessantly with her, and 
never willingly let a year pass without entertaining her at 
her husband's place, Bannister Lodge, near Southampton. 
From there, in 1803, Mrs. Siddons wrote to the Galindos: 
“ . . . My dear Mrs. Fitzhugh grudges every moment that 
I am not by her side.’’ For her was painted Lawrence’s 
‘handsome dark cow’ whole-length of Mrs. Siddons reading 
Paradise Lost ) which Mrs. Siddons, strange to say, thought 

1 The Literary Life of the Rev. William Harness. By the Rev. A. G. 
L’Estrange, 23. 1871. 
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‘more really like 5 her ‘than anything that has been done.’ 
The portrait was in the Bannisters dining-room, where Fanny 
Kemble used to sit under it, when she, in her turn, went there 

on visits to ‘ comical old . . . Mrs. F-a not very judicious 

person, 5 and ‘ Mrs. F- 5 s 5 daughter, Emily, who was Fanny’s 

great friend. To Mrs. Fitzhugh were committed Mrs. 
Siddons’s ‘ Remarks ’ on Lady Macbeth, and by her they 
were handed over to Campbell, for inclusion in the official 
biography. Mrs. Fitzhugh’s husband sat in five Parliaments for 
Tiverton. In the following unpublished letter (placed at 
my disposal by Mr. Florace Twiss) Mrs. Siddons is endeavour¬ 
ing to make the most of his interest on behalf of her nephew. 
A true aunt’s letter, its recommendation of ‘Self esteem’ is 
a delightful Kemble touch:— 

“[1809?] Sunday night. Twelve o'clock 

“ My dear HORACE, —I have had a great deal of talk with 
Mr. F: about you, and whatever it is, that is in meditation I 
am quite sure that his report will be favourable; I pray God 
that it may be efficacious ! You will be invited to dinner soon 
and I need not suggest to you to remember (with modesty and 
sobriety) that ‘oftimes nothing profits more than Self esteem 
grounded on just and right.’ 

“You know my dear Horace how much your honor and 
welfare interest me and therefore you will excuse me for desir¬ 
ing you to remember that Mr. Fitzhugh is a wise, Steady¬ 
headed man, and I shoud imagine him very likely to take 
disgust at any little flippancy or frivolity that a thousand others 
would overlook and excuse as the overflowing of youthful 
spirits, And ‘ oh reform it altogether.’ 

“ God bless and prosper you! S. S. 

“ Mrs. F. still insists that she has often askd you to call, and 
mentioned particularly, having done so when she met you one 
evening at Mrs. Opie’s.—when I told her I was sure some 
mistake must have prevented you from availing yourself of 
what I was quite sure you would recieve as an honor and a 
gratification—She said the servants were so negligent that it 
was not impossible that you might have calld, and they having 
mislaid your Card, and you finding no notice taken of your visit, 
had naturally thought no more about it.—I said it was very 
likely to be so—And so now you may call or not as seems 
best to your own feeling.” 












218 


THE INCOMPARABLE SIDDONS 


A better known name in the list Campbell gives of persons 
he saw oftenest at Mrs. Skldons’s, during her last fifteen years 
is that of Sir George and Lady Beaumont A prominent 
picture collector, a member of the Society of Dilettanti, a man 
to be thought: of with Lock of Norbury, and Hope 'of ‘the 
Deep Dene/ himself an amateur artist of taste, albeit obsessed 
by his ‘ brown tree,’ Sir George Beaumont is best entitled to 
remembrance because, had he never painted his picture of 
Peele Castle, in a Storm, we might have missed one of the 
most beautiful of English poems. No less than ten of the out¬ 
pourings of Wordsworth's muse are concerned either with 
Beaumont or his domain at Coleorton, Leicestershire. A 
collateral descendant of the dramatist of his name, Sir 
George had an innate love of drama, and we understand 
the attraction that led him to Mrs. Siddons’s house, when we 
read (in Wordsworth’s ‘ Elegiac Musings ’ over his departed 
friend’s diffident, self-chosen epitaph) 1 how he could give, in 
reading Shakespeare to a circle, 

* with aye, voice, mien, 

More than theatric force to Shukspearo’s scene.’ 

We have seen how little cause Mrs. Siddons had to like the 
waspish Steevens. Another editor of Shakespeare, of whose 
friendship she was, on the contrary, proud, was Edmond 
Malone, and of his strongly contrasted ‘elegance’ (ie. 
suavity) of manner both she and Kemble used to talk 
admiringly. 

In Campbell’s list of the habituds of Mrs. Siddons’s drawing¬ 
room we find the name of the Rev. Sydney Smith—whom 
Amelia Opie called the ever welcome. It is pleasant to know 
that the hostess’s renowned seriousness was no repelling force 
for the rational, benevolent, and gladsome Dr. Anti-Cant who 
said that ‘ the gods do not bestow such a face as Mrs. Siddons’ 
on the stage more than once in a century.’ In an ‘Edinburgh’ 
of 1809, we find Sydney Smith less informally lauding her, in 
her public capacity, in these words: “ Where is every feeling 
more roused in favour of virtue than at a good play ? Where 
is goodness so feelingly, so enthusiastically learnt? What 
1 “Enter not into judgment with Thy servant, O Lord!” 





































FRIENDS 


219 


so solemn as to see the excellent passions of the human heart 
called forth by a great actor, animated by a great poet? To 
hear Siddons repeat what Shakspeare wrote?” The first time 
Sydney Smith met Mrs. Siddons, he amused her so much that 
she, albeit unused to the shaking mood, threw herself back, 
and laughed so heartily and lengthily, “that it made quite a 
scene, and all the company were alarmed.” 

Among Mrs. Siddons’s regular callers was the chartered 
punster, Joseph Jekyll. Jekyll’s wit, said Rogers, was of the 
kind which amused only for a moment. He cited, in proof, 
that when the eccentric and kleptomaniac Lady Cork (erst¬ 
while, the Hon. Mary Monckton and Dr. Johnson’s dearest 
dunce) appeared in an enormous plume, Jekyll remarked, ‘she 
was exactly a shuttlecock—all cork and feathers.’ Among the 
tea-cups and wax lights of one of Lady Cork’s parties, Mrs. 
Siddons and Jekyll first met, and Campbell gives a sparkling 
letter from the latter to the former, referring to the occasion, in 
terms that must have been strained, since they adumbrate his 
correspondent as a queen of banter. 

William Harness, Vicar of All Saints’, Knightsbridge, was a 
familiar friend of the Kemble group, especially of Mrs. Siddons. 
He edited Shakespeare, and, after his death, a memorial to his 
memory took the form of a prize founded at Cambridge for the 
study of Shakespearean literature. He was one of that ever 
winning type of clergymen who avowedly take the optimist view 
of the world and life. Dilexit multum. 

Byron’s first words to Harness, then a pale little newcomer 
to Harrow, were, “ If any fellow bullies you, tell me; and I’ll 
thrash him if I can.” We are bound to love Harness because 
he loved Byron, and, unlike Lady Byrofr, knew how to manage 
him, and bring out his best. “ There can be no doubt,” said he, 
“ that Byron was a little ‘ maddish.’ ” 

Among the more distinguished of Mrs. Siddons’s admirers 
was the Hon. Thomas Erskine, afterwards Baron Erskine and 
Lord Chancellor. His dates (1750-1823) nearly synchronise 
with hers, and a letter, signed A B, in the Coiirier of August 
26th, 1823, states, on one knows not what authority, that 
Tom Erskine ‘and a few literary friends at the bar’ were 
instrumental in her removal from Bath, in 1782, back to the 
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wider sphere of Drury Lane. Fanny Burney has told how 
Erskine ‘ boomed ’ Mrs. Siddons--and in Mrs. Siddons’s presence 
•—at Miss Monekton’s, in 1782, talking, across her, of her artistic 
excellences. He was, at all events, so much more tactful in 
praise than the surrounding ‘blues,’ that Mrs. Siddons, in her 
account of this Sunday evening menagerie, described his 
'benevolent politeness’ as a relief and deliverance from the 
other guests’ cruder lionisation. 

Few men, belonging to the modern world, have had a 
more meteoric career than Krskine, and more forcibly dominated 
people and circumstances by sheer cleverness. It was no 
lesser leaf in our actress’s laurel crown of eulogies from the 
great that this incomparable advocate, whose ‘little twelvers’ 
in the jury-box found it, said Brougham, impossible to look 
away from him when once riveted by his glance and first 
word, should have declared that from Mrs. Siddons he learnt 
his effective cadences and modulations of voice. 

A story told by Whalley further associates Erskine’s name 
with Mrs. Siddons’s. One evening, in the Brussels theatre, 
during the winter of 178C-87, Whalley, fresh from reading 
Lavater, was gazing at the faces round, ‘ by Lavater’s rules.’ 
His physiognomic interest presently became concentrated on 
a gentleman, who, taking a place by him, began talking to 
him, in French, of the stage generally, and, before long, of 
Mrs. Siddons. Whalley observed— 

“ that she shone [it was his happy illusion] both in tragedy 
and in comedy, and that she was not only eminent on the stage, 
but irreproachable in her private character, elegant in her 
address, and in her conversation showed a fine and cultivated 
understanding. They both agreed that it was not common 
for persons so to shine in different stations and accomplish¬ 
ments, although there was indeed, said Mr. Whalley, an instance 
of the same person shining in different professions (navy, army, 
and law)—the English Erskine. ‘Erskine?’ said the gentle¬ 
man ; 7 am Erskine! ’ ” 

By an incident, conveying rich indications to the Comic 
Spirit (as defined by George Meredith), Mrs. Siddons suddenly 
became, not only a friend, but, in the phrase of ‘ George 
Paston,’ a ‘ Mascotte,’ to impracticable, fighting Haydon. 
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Haydon, so much more salient a writer than a painter, 
gives the incident in his autobiography, where it forms the 
culmination of his story of a desperate artist’s hopes, fears, 
and preparations for making known what he believed his 
masterpiece. This was Christs Entry into Jerusalem , ex¬ 
hibited, in 1820, at the Egyptian Hall, as a one-man, and 
one-picture, show. Every occurrence, even in the hanging 
of the picture, is given in Haydon’s intense narration. Duns 
were pressing, patrons weary, Academy folk hostile, or cold. 
At last, the critical Saturday, Private View Day, arrived. 
During the earlier morning, the artist went into the Egyptian 
Hall, and, to his mortification, found no one but the attendants. 
When, at half-past twelve, he stole in again, and heard that 
Sir William Scott had* been in, his spirits revived. “ He 
always brings everybody.” By half-past three, there was 
a steady stream of the society world, and Haydon (after two 
glasses of sherry) hastened inside, mingling with ‘princes of 
the blood, bishops, and noblemen.’ From the Persian Envoy, 
who exclaimed, “ I like the elbow of soldier,” everybody 
praised something. But, as yet, no definite opinion was to 
be heard on the ‘unorthodox’ chief figure. In the middle of 
the afternoon, Enter Mrs. Siddons. 

A silence fell on the crowd, while the still magnificent- 
looking woman—‘like a Ceres or a Juno/ says Haydon— 
contemplated the picture. Then, Sir George Beaumont 
timidly asked her, “How do you like the Christ?” and 
everybody waited. After a moment, she said, in her deep, 
distinct voice, “ It is completely successful.” At this, Haydon 
was presented, and, in the same tones, she added, now speaking 
to him, “The paleness gives it a supernatural look.” Simple 
words, but they turned the scale. They were repeatable. 
The success of the exhibition was secured. It is, in passing, 
interesting to find that Mrs. Siddons’s prestige—her glamour 
in the eyes of society—so long outlasted her retirement from 
the stage. 

Haydon wrote his delighted gratitude to Mrs. Siddons 
(whom he addressed as ‘great high priestess at the shrine of 
Nature’) and, in reply, received a pressing invitation to call. 
Thus, he describes the visit:— 
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“ It was like speaking to the mother of the gods. I told 
her when a boy I had crept below the orchestra door at 
“Plymouth theatre, and squeezed up underneath the stage box 
. . . to see her perform the Mother in Lillo’s ‘ Cornish Tragedy ’ 
She was pleased.” 

Afterwards, he besought ‘ the mother of the gods ’ to come 
whenever a picture of his was ‘exhibiting/ In 1846, he was 
buried where he had buried his children, near the grave of 
Mrs. Siddons in Paddington ‘ new ’ churchyard. His life had 
been, in Mrs. Browning’s phrase, ‘one long agony of self- 
assertion/ 

Thomas Campbell, introduced to Mrs. Siddons by Charles 
Moore, became the favourite friend of her declining years. 
In spite of the sloppincss and omissions of his ‘ Life ’ of her, 
and although Mrs. Mair found he ‘ had lost the power of 
reproducing, what long intimacy should have enabled him to 
do,’ our knowledge of Mrs. Siddons, especially during her 
latest period, would be very considerably less, lacking his 
personal memories. 

In P. G. Patmore’s My Friends and Acquaintance it is 
stated that Campbell never did more for the Life of Mrs. 
Siddons , nominally his, than ‘ overlook the manuscript ’ and 
‘ look over the proof-sheets/ This statement was, to an extent, 
disproved by a correspondence between Campbell and the 
Rev. Thomas Price, published in the ‘ Literary Remains’ of 
the latter. ‘ The poet Campbell ’ took a considerable amount 
of trouble over a task he performed in heaviness. Always a 
man of laborious finish, by 1832 his dilatoriness had become 
a vice. Also, the lapse of time had dimmed the impression 
of the elastic day, when, as Mrs. Mair records, he was heard 
suddenly to say to her grandmother, “ O what a privilege it 
would be to be allowed to write your life,” and Mrs. Siddons’s 
reply was, “ Then you shall do it.” Campbell, certainly, tried, 
at the end of 1832, to engage J. P. Collier to collaborate with 
him, but Collier, scenting much work in the proposal and 
seeing little profit—Campbell offered £100 —refused. 

Kemble origins and his heroine’s early circumstances 
especially worried—as Campbell says, ‘ distressed ’—him, and 
his quest after something to fill his first chapter led him into 


















FRIENDS 


223 


two or three of those operose excursions into the needless of 
which our grandsires were so much more tolerant in books 
than we are. About eleven weeks after Mrs. Siddons’s death, 
the author of Hohenlinden opened a correspondence with that 
amiable Vicar of Crickhowel who to the vulgar was known 
as Thomas Price, but Carnhuanawc in the world of Bards. 
Campbell told Price that he was ‘obliged at Mrs. Siddonss 
bequest to write a memoir,’ and that he was graveled for lack of 
matter relating to Brecon. Regarding birthplace, he inquired, 

“The family of the Kembles cannot inform me in what 
particular house or street of the town she was born—Is any 
tradition respecting her preserved in the place? . . . Something 
is whispered about her having been born in a house most 
vulgarly called the haunch of mutton.” 

To this and further inquiries Campbell’s ‘learned Cambrian 
friend’ sent an ample reply, and enclosed a drawing (facing 
p. 2) of Mrs. Siddons’s birth-house, as he could remember it 
before it was rebuilt. 

In his exhilaration at raking in so much stuff to spread 
over his pages, Campbell “ felt as if he had known ” his 
correspondent “twenty years.” He went on to describe him¬ 
self as ‘ Mrs. Siddons’s biographical undertaker,’ which sounds 
like an adverse augury for what he wished, he said, to make 
‘ a light popular book.’ Three months later, he was still 
in pursuit of copy for the first chapter, and, by that time, 
had run down the Catholic martyr, Father Kemble, as to 
whose end he only wished he could prove he had been 
burnt, and not hanged. 

When her daughters were marriageable, and even earlier, 
Mrs. Siddons gave evening parties. Thus, in 1791, she “did 
the honours of her house to fifty people, till near 2 in the 
morning,” and, twice, during 1805, Mrs. Inchbald was her 
guest at a dinner, followed by a rout. 1 In Mr. Hardy’s 
drama of nations, The Dynasts, in the scene at Windsor, 
ifter the doctors have visited King George in his padded 
room, Sir Henry Halford breaks up their consultation with 
:he words, “ I want to get back to town. . . . Mrs. Siddons has 

1 Inchbald, ii. 80. Mrs. Inchbald usually dined with the Siddonses on 
Christmas Day. 
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a party at her house at Westbourne to-night, and all the 
world is going to be there.” Merely predatory lion-hunters 
Mrs. Siddons avoided—like ‘Dictionary Johnson’ —with 
animus, but she delighted to consort with people with 
ideas. 

In her intervals of leisure, she stayed a great deal at 
‘seats.’ Half her letters seem dated from this Park or 
t'other Rectory. Seven successive Christmases were spent 
with the Karl and Countess of Arran, at Arran Lodge, 
Bognor; at the Karl of Darnley’s, at Cobham Hall, where 
she conversed with Prince Leopold and H.R.H. the Duchess 
of Kent, her seventy-second birthday was (too fatiguingly 
for her) celebrated with Shakespearean and musical honours, 
and twenty-three people at dinner. All this was gratifying, 
yet one feels convinced that, with her deep feeling for associ¬ 
ation and her sentiment of continuity, the house in which 
she loved best to recruit (in Campbell’s phrase) her impaired 
stamina was Guy’s Cliffe, ‘ that truly charming, and to me 
uncommonly interesting place,’ as she called it. 

The last entry for 1809 in Windham’s Diary is as follows: 
“Dr. Kerris . . . sent over . . . Mrs. Galando’s ‘Letters’; 
a foolish slander, as It seems, against Mrs. Siddons.” Though 
Mrs. Siddons’s entire circle, and all other people of sense, 
took the same view as Windham, 1 'Affaire Galindo caused 
Mrs. Siddons so much vexation, that, small and base in 
itself, it has to be described, and, perhaps, both to biographer 
and reader, may be allowed one passing gleam of wicked 
gratification at its disclosure of a sporadic vanity and 
obtuseness in one so generally impeccable as ‘ S. Siddons.’ 

In 1809, appeared a pamphlet, bearing, for title, Mrs 
Galindo's letter to Mrs. Siddons: being a circumstantial detail 
of Mrs. Siddons's life for the last seven years ; with several oj 
her letters. The pamphlet was no less than an allegatior 
of misconduct on the part of Mrs. Siddons and Mrs. Galindo’: 
husband. It proved nothing beyond the irresponsible anc 
violent nature of its writer. 

In a career, relatively, most tranquil, Mrs. Siddons had 
before 1809, already weathered a number of accusations 
As she said in 1786, she stood ‘some knocks with tolerabli 
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firmness.’ But the venomous Galindo pamphlet embodied 
a new order of calumny. It was an attack upon the 
‘character’ of a woman whose ‘character’ was her crown 
and segis, a woman with whom a man could no more fall 
guiltily in love than with the Decalogue, a woman whose 
presence was as instant a check on loose behaviour as Lady 
Elizabeth Hastings’s, a woman who had delivered to the 
madcap who, one night, boarded her carriage as she was 
leaving the theatre, the restorative, if somewhat blatant, 
caution, “Mr. Sheridan, I trust that you will behave with 
all propriety; if you do not, I shall immediately let down the 
glass, and desire the servant to show you out.” And, now, 
‘the Majestic Siddons, to whom none dared express admira¬ 
tion ’ (I quote the words of a contemporary Drury Lane 
player), in the autumn of her beauty, large, august, and 
matronly, was categorically charged with having caused 
red ruin in the home of Mrs. Galindo, a minor tragedienne, 
known as Miss Gough—‘sepulchral Gough,’ Croker called 
her in his youthful verses on Dublin performers. 

Galindo, described as a personable, fine - limbed man, 
young enough to be Mrs. Siddons’s son, was a fencing- 
master, in Bath. When his wife secured an engagement at 
the Crow Street Theatre, he moved with her to Dublin, 
and, during the earlier stage of the affair, he and she were 
living there, in Leinster Street, with their young family, 
and keeping a curricle and pair. We need not believe, with 
the author of a tract, entitled Strictures on Mrs. Galindo's 
Curious Letter to Mrs. Siddons , that the behaviour of the 
Galindos was a plot on their part for the purpose of raising 
the wind, though the fact that Mrs. Galindo charged five 
shillings for her pamphlet of eighty pages looks as though 
she expected from it the harvest of a scandalous success. 

During Mrs. Siddons’s Irish engagements of 1802-3, when 
the intimacy commenced, as well as later, when she was, 
temporarily, at Hampstead, and the Galindos had come to 
London, in anticipation of the Covent Garden engagement 
she had promised Mrs. Galindo, she undoubtedly allowed 
herself to be, to a ridiculous extent, accaparee by the pair, 
particularly by the husband. She let him give her fencing 

15 
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lessons, she let him—at a later date—borrow £1000 of her 
(unknown to Mr. Siddons) for the purpose of setting him up 
in the part proprietorship of the new Manchester Theatre 
she let him drive her about alone in Mrs. Galindo’s curricle' 
a vehicle round which the action of this unimportant comedy 
seems to centre. It may be noted that in the selfsame year 
1802, when some of these indiscretions were being committed 
in Ireland, Mrs. Siddons had just been passing through a 
phase of weak philandering with Lawrence in London. She 
was forty-seven, and though, at that climacteric, the hey-day 
in the blood is tame, and waits upon the judgment, it is 
equally an age when, with maturity about to sink, often 
reluctantly enough, into elderliness, some final ebullience 
of feminine foolishness may, perhaps, be allowed for. No 
doubt, Galindo did sit adoring her, 1 and, no doubt, the 
attitude was ‘ rather disgusting’ 2 to his jealous, brooding 
wife, but, certainly, there was egregious silliness in the follow¬ 
ing conclusion of a letter of Mrs. Siddons’s to him, dated 
October 18th, 1803: “ I have time only to add that I hope 
you do not swear, and that you keep your beautiful hands 
very clean ; remember me to pretty Julio [one of the curricle 
horses], and now good night.” Another sentence, equally 
unworthy, from the same letter, ran thus: “Oh! I have 
suffered too much from a husband’s unkindness, not to detest 
the man who treats a creature ill that depends on her husband 
for all her comforts.” 

Long before the defamatory ‘ letter ’ appeared, Mrs. Siddons 
had had cause to regret her flash of superannuated vanity. 
When, in 1803, Kemble returned from Spain, he went to Mrs. 
Inchbald, ‘ like a madman, 5 saying that his sister had been 
‘ imposed on by persons, whom it was a disgrace to her to 
know] and begging Mrs. Inchbald ‘to explain it so to her.’ It 
is clear that even John Philip, through whom Charles Kemble 
used to ask trembling favours of her, dared not ‘stand up to’ 
Mrs. Siddons, when it came to a fight. In 1809, Mrs. Galindo 
published her imagined or pretended wrongs, and the press 
stated, in its garbling way, that “John and Charles Kemble 
have almost on their knees prayed Mrs. Siddons to prosecute 
1 Mrs. Galindo’s letter, 70. 2 Ibid. 
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the parties, but she has peremptorily refused to do so, saying 
that it is contrary to the principles of her religion A more 
accurate account of the family’s attitude, and her own, concern¬ 
ing what she described to Whalley as ‘ this diabolical business,’ 
is obtainable from an unpublished letter written by her to her 
nephew. Fortitude in difficulties was one of her strong 
qualities. 

“ My dear Horace, —Patty tells me, you have been urging 
the Prosecution of these people which surprisd me a good deal 
now in the first place, It is the opinion, I do assure you upon 
my honor, of all my friends , that it would be lowering myself, 
to enter the lists with persons, the indecency of whose characters 
is become so notorious, and in the next place, what would be 
the result of a Prosecution Damages or Imprisonment I suppose, 
and in failure of the first, what should I gain by inflicting the 
second ? There are three children all under nine years old, too, 
that must be reduced in either case to a state of wretchedness, 
and perhaps absolute want of bread—besides all which, they 
have already cost me too much money, and what’s more 
important, too much tranquility, to renew a subject so Shoking, 
and I thank God, that all my friends without one exception, are 
decidedly of opinion, that it is as unnecessary , as it would be 
HUMILIATING, HARRASSING, and EXPENSIVE.— In that my 
nerves have been so Shattered by former afflictions and the 
agitations of the last four Months, that I really believe my 
health would sink completely, were they to be continued; I am 
certain I can endure no more , without the most serious conse¬ 
quences ; and I must take care of myself for the sake of a few 
to whom my health is perhaps of more importance than it is to 
myself. 

“ There is no species of suffering that I woud [not] prefer to 
encountering the horrible indecency of that wretched woman, 
whom every one supposes to be quite mad, too. . . . Show this 
to your father and mother and now my dear Horace Speed you 
well.” 



XVI 


HER ART, CIRCl TMST ANCKS, AND CHARACTER IN 

MATURITY 

T HE idea of a double life—using; the phrase with no 
prejudicial construction — comes uppermost in one's 
mind-picture of a distinguished player. To a more 
obvious extent than in the case of any other actress known to 
history, Mrs. Siddons was, on and off the stage, ‘ two different 
people.’ On the stage, she was a Pythoness, nightly hypnotised 
into passionate emotions by the sight of the drop-curtain and 
the boards. In her home, she was, at all events to the casual 
observer, more than a thought too ranch a mere mother and 
British matron, loving to be seemly and of good report, shut in 
the tower of an unimaginative nature. Had she not been an 
actress, she would have made (such an observer might have said) 
an ideal Bishop’s lady. Barchestor would have been glad of 
her. 

Yet signs are not lacking that the temperament and pro¬ 
fession of a player modified Mrs. Siddons’s attitude towards the 
concerns of actual existence. Her letters to Whalley, Mrs. 
Pennington, and others leave little doubt that the ingrained 
practice of impersonating tragic characters induced tragedy 
ways of looking at the more serious incidents of her own life 
and the lives around her, and—what was more insidious—set 
up a habit of confounding important issues with sentimental, 
exaggerated, ‘ pretend ’ issues. Especially in the relations 
between herself, her elder daughter, and Lawrence, after the 
death of Maria, there is evidence of the existence of both these 
relaxing effects of her vocation upon her commerce with life. 
Thanks to her inheritance of common sense, she suffered from 
neither as acutely as the generality of players: but, all the 
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same, it would have been impossible for her totally to escape 
that subtle disintegration of the sense of association which is, 
and must be, produced by perpetually weeping without sorrow, 
embracing without love, stabbing without anger, and dying 
without dread. Her constant simulation of emotion did not 
impair her faculty for genuine feeling. What it impaired—in 
her case, to a relatively slight extent—was the discernment of 
whether feeling was employed proportionately, or disproportion¬ 
ately, to the exciting cause. 

Artists, in whatever genre and of whatever grade, reap from 
their calling one supreme benefit, i.e. a facility, while exercising 
their art, to throw off the pressure of personal evils. Even their 
children are secondary interests. “ I love my wife,” wrote 
Stevenson, in a letter, “ I do not know how much, nor can, nor 
shall, unless I lost her, but though I could imagine myself 
without my wife, I could not imagine myself without my art.” 
Johnson, it may be remembered, complained of Garrick that, 
because ‘the little Dog’ was an actor, out of sight was, with 
him, out of mind, and there was shrewd instinct in the 
observation. 

During the years now under contemplation, viz. from 
about 1790 to 1812, Mrs. Siddons had, broadly speaking, left 
behind her first period of melodrama, and was fulfilling her 
second—by far the longer—period of Shakespearean heroic 
characters, demanding largo of execution. The towering 
criminality of Lady Macbeth, the primitive exultation of 
Volumnia, the lofty indignation of Queen Katharine were the 
full flowers of her art. People who saw her at forty-five, and 
had not seen her eighteen years earlier, might, probably, think 
her gifted to agitate and awe rather than to charm and win. 
As beautiful, in girlhood, as Leighton’s captive Andromache, 
in maturity, as the Sacerdotessa Eumachia at Naples, Greece 
or Rome seemed her native country, and she truly, was, as the 
satin scroll presented to Kemble, on June 23, 1817, declared 
her brother, ‘ every where contemporary with the august edifices 
of the ancient world.’ 

And yet, so wide and certain was her sweep, she could still, 
when she willed, suspend the lava flow of great passions, and 
melt the heart with touches of the tender feminine sorrow, 
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conjugal or maternal, on which her fame had originally been 
founded. Living persons have heard it said by them of old 
time that no man who saw Mrs. Siddons in her meridian ever 
pronounced her name without a tone and manner more softened 
and raised than his habitual discourse, and Hazlitt thought— 
what, indeed, can hardly be doubted—that the enthusiasm she 
excited had something idolatrous about it. In Crabb Robin¬ 
son’s Diary, wc find, under “ 1S28, February 7th”:— 

“ I read one of the most worthless books of biography in 
existence—Boadeti’s ‘ Life of Mrs. Siddons/ Yet it gave me 
very great pleasure. Indeed, scarcely any of the finest 
passages in ‘Macbeth’ or ‘Henry VIII ’ or ‘Hamlet,’ could 
delight me so much as such a sentence as, ‘This evening 
Mrs. Siddons performed Lady Macbeth, or Queen Katharine, 
or the Queen Mother,’ for these names operated on me then 
as they do now, in recalling the yet unfaded image of that most 
marvellous woman, to think of whom is now a greater enjoy¬ 
ment than to see any other actress.” 

The premier element in Mrs. Siddons’s influence—never to 
be overlooked, but difficult for any one of a later age to keep 
fixedly before the mind’s eye—was her extraordinary personal 
loveliness. 

Less justly to ‘ other women ’ cn bloc than to the queen of 
the stage, Boaden remarks, “ there was a male dignity in the 
understanding of Mrs. Siddons that raised her above the helpless 
timidity of other women.” The self-command that enabled her 
to read prayers by her dying daughter’s bedside, ‘with the 
utmost clearness, accuracy, and fervor,’ helped her to the 
intrepidity she unfailingly displayed in stage accidents. One 
evening, in 1809, when she was playing Lady Macbeth, at 
‘ Brighthelmstone,’ and Charles Kemble, as Macbeth, threw the 
cup from him, in the banquet scene, with such violence that 
it broke the heavy arm of a glass chandelier on the table, very 
near her face, which, if struck, would have been seriously 
injured, she sat as if made of marble. A more serious danger 
menaced her when, playing Hermione, in 1802, she might have 
been burnt, in the statue scene, but for the promptitude of 
a scene-shifter, who, crawling towards her, extinguished the 
flames curling round her muslin drapery. Him, by the way, 









HER ART, CIRCUMSTANCES, AND CHARACTER 231 


she not only rewarded with money, but by exerting her utmost 
influence to obtain remission of the sentence of flogging passed 
on his son, a military deserter. Peril by fire only threatened, 
whereas the first time she acted Desdemona in London, she 
actually contracted acute rheumatism from lying, in Act V., 
between damp sheets. 

After the habit of her family, Mrs; Siddons, who, when 
young, showed no tendency towards ‘the embonpoint / grew 
massive with the thickening years. Every child of man is 
subject to ignominious accident, but it needed all Mrs. Siddons’s 
dignity to ‘ease off/ in 1808, a grievously ludicrous situation, 
caused by a chair, set for her Queen Katharine, not proving 
wide enough, so that, when she rose, it adhered closely to her. 
A slighter disaster was created, on another occasion, by an 
ignorant lad, who, being sent, on a sultry night, to fetch her 
a pint of ale, brought it, foaming, on the stage, and presented 
it to Lady Macbeth, in the sleep-walking scene. Mischances 
of this sort were apter to occur at a time when stage subordinates 
—the plebs of the theatre, as Fanny Kemble termed them— 
were more uncivilised than nowadays. 

At a date when the Mob had not yet grown into the People, 
every actress had, at times, to nerve herself to face the music, 
not only of cat-calls, but of actual battles at the footlights. 
Thoughts of pugilism were never far off; Lamb has told us 
there could scarcely be promise of a stage fight without the pit, 
‘as their manner is/ seeming disposed to make a ring. If 
anything in the history of theatres little repays attention, 
except from the antiquarian specialist, it is theatrical rioting, 
the bursting out of bonds of the lawless, and, frequently, 
irrelevant feelings of the more demonstrative parts of the 
house. Nevertheless, a sketch of Mrs. Siddons’s circumstances 
in her golden days would be incomplete if it included no notice 
of the notorious ‘ O.P. row’ of 1809. 

The first stone of Smirke’s new Covent Garden was laid, by 
the Prince of Wales, on December 30th, 1808—an uncompro¬ 
misingly wet day that soaked silk-stockinged, bare-headed 
Kemble to the skin, sowed seeds of lasting illness in Thomas 
Harris, and uncurled Mrs. Siddons’s plume of black feathers. 

During the. ensuing spring and summer, ‘ like some tall 
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palm’ the stately ‘fabric sprung,’ and Boaden rivals Alfred 
Jingle in his ecstatic mention of ‘the amazing structure-—the 
vast patronage—the private boxes—the now unquestionable 
increase of prices.’ The last item begs the question of the 
O.P. disturbances. 

The enormous expense of the new erection, viz. £1 50,000 1 
(only in part justified by the dearness of building materials 
at the time), led the proprietors to increase the prices of 
admission—to the open boxes, from Cs. to 7s., to the pit, 
from 3s. 6d. to 4s. They turned the whole third tier into 
twenty-eight private, or ‘ annual 5 boxes, each at a rental 
of £300, and, to entice noble patrons from the Opera, they 
engaged the flute-voiced Roman, Catalani, to sing two nights 
weekly. The new gallery, meanwhile, had solid divisions 
obstructive to sight, and so steep a rake that its occupants 
could see only the legs of performers far back on the stage. 
These innovations, combined, were the grievances that brought 
about the O.P. (Old Prices) Riots. It is possible to peruse 
hundreds of pages that consecutively describe this curious 
strife. The fullest account is given in a pamphlet skit, entitled 
The Rebellion , or All in the Wrong ; the next fullest, in an 
anonymous ‘ Life ’ of Kemble, ‘ interspersed with [scurrilous] 
Family and Theatrical Anecdotes,’ published during the 
progress of the riots, with a ludicrous frontispiece by one of 
the Cruikshanks. 

The new Covcnt Garden opened on Monday, September 
18th, with Macbeth and The Quaker. The house was 
crammed, “but,” says Lawrence, in a letter to Farington, 
“presented a formidable appearance for the Women being 
so thinly sprinkled.” 2 The instant Kemble appeared, as 
Macbeth, he was greeted with hisses, hoots, and groans, and, 

1 “A vast expense was incurred in building and furnishing the new theatre, amount¬ 
ing to £300,000, and upwards, and at the time of opening, in 1809, there was a debt 
due from the proprietors on account of the former theatre amounting to £30,000. 
To meet this sum of £330,000, the joint funds in hand were £45,000 recovered for 
insurance, and £76,000, or thereabouts, raised by granting annuities, and free 
admissions into the theatre to certain persons called ‘ new subscribers.’ ”— The Annals 
of Covent Garden Theatre , by Henry Saxe Wyndham, i. 338, 1906. (Quoted by 
permission of Messrs. Chatto & Windus.) 

2 Sir Thomas Lawrence's Letter-Bag , 63. 
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henceforward, no sentence of the play travelled across the 
in, except (according to Stockdale’s Covent Garden Journal ) 
ccasional isolated syllables in Mrs. Siddons’s sonorous tones. 

This was the initiation of a warfare, imaginatively variegated 
1 its methods, which lasted sixty-six nights. During its 
ontinuance, Macready’s father sent his son to London, with 
he superfluous injunction to hear every other good actor, but 
iOt the too easily imitable Kemble. Kemble continued to 
ct, although inaudibly, but the grand voice and presence 
f his sister were withdrawn, after the disastrous opening, 
.nd did not reappear till April 24th, 1810. 

The O.P. fever was catching, and spread from ‘a lawless, 
dr’d, determin'd, and persevering Minority' (the words used 
>y Lawrence, who, in letters to Farington, 1 gives an interesting 
.ccount of the riots) to three parts of the theatre-frequenting 
>ublic. The Times animadverted on the extravagance of 
Cemble and Mrs. Siddons’s Macbeth costumes, which, together, 
vere stated to have cost ^500, 2 and said, commenting 
>n Mrs. Siddons's salary, that the Lord Chief Justice sat 
:very day in Westminster Hall, from nine to four, for half 
hat sum. 

There was genuine fun, and no spirit of atrocity, in the 
iots, and, inside the theatre, the ‘ O.P.s,’ disciplined with 
>ains by their leaders, took every precaution to keep within 
aw-abiding limits. The old servility of English actors, at 
vhich, in 1782, Pastor C. P. Moritz, a naif outsider, marvelled, 
vas, probably, for the most part, a conventional attitude, but 
whether so or not, Kemble largely helped to put an end to 
he cringing forbearance of manner with which even great 
jar rick had met unruly audiences. ‘Don John’ went too 
ar the other way, and his high-handedness in asking the 
nalcontents, after three nights’ rioting, ‘what they wanted,’ 
:xasperated them as much as the introduction into all parts 
)f the house of anti-O.P. ‘ gemmen of the fist, with their 
Selcher neckerchiefs,’ who worked out their admissions by 
neans of sticks and fists. 

1 Sir Thomas Lawrence's Letter-Bag, 62-68. 

2 This must be an exaggeration. In Vol. 1793-97 of Winston’s Drury Lane 
Memoranda, a loose sheet of D.L. accounts includes ‘dress for Siddons, 12I. 12s.’ 
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On December 2nd, 1809, Mrs. Sicldons wrote to Mrs. 
Fitzhugh that, for weeks together, Mrs. John Kemble had 
lived with ladders at the windows, in order to make her escape 
through the garden, in case of an attack. Mrs. Kemble’s 
nervous precaution was not altogether unjustified, for, on 
November 4th, the ‘ O.P.s/ hundreds strong, had marched, 
late at night, to Great Russell Street, where, on Kemble’s 
non-appearance at their summoning war-whoop, they broke 
some of his windows with pence, and disfigured the front of 
the house with mud. A propos> this ‘Impromptu’ appeared 
in one of the dailies:— 

“When Krmbi.ic’s Ads the public censure gains, 

They neilher spare his aitchcs nor his panes ! ” 

A compromise, favourable to O.P. claims, was arrived at on 
14th-! 5th December. The O.P. final placard bore the words, 
“We are satisfied.” Mrs. Sicldons, in her letter of the 2nd inst. 
to Mrs. Iritzhugh, thus characteristically summed up recent 
events at Covent Garden:— 

“ . . . What a time it has been with us all, beginning with 
fire, and continued with fury! Yet sweet sometimes are the 
uses of adversity. They not only strengthen family affection, 
but teach us all to walk humbly with our God.” 

One finds it stated that Mrs. Siddons lost £5° a night 
during her enforced withdrawal in the O.P. season. This does 
not accord with the following details, given to Campbell by 
Henry Robertson, the Covent Garden treasurer, as to her 
salary:— 

1804- 5. £20 per night 

1805- 6. £27 per night 

1806- 7. 30 guineas per night 

1810- 11. 30 guineas per night 

1811- 12. 50 guineas per night. 

The theatrical season covered about nine months, during 
which Mrs. Siddons acted, on an average, about fifty times. 
Boaden speaks of 1785 as a year in which she made unusual 
exertion—acting seventy-one times. On the average of fifty 
times, she was earning, from her London engagement, from 
1806 to 1811, ^1575 a year. In addition, she stood to gain, 
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each season, not less than ^1200 to £1600, out of her two 
benefits. Nor was this all. As a rule, and when her health 
was normal, she utilised the months unemployed by London 
in ‘ skirring the country round, 5 taking the bread, it was bitterly 
alleged, out of poor people’s mouths, z>. the provincial stock 
actors’. “I hope to put about 1000/. into my pocket this 
summer,” she writes from Liverpool, in July, 1807. Of 
subscriptions and ‘ purses,’ over and above the straightforward 
price of tickets, we read less as her greatness and affluence 
become established facts. It should be borne in mind that 
there were, throughout her career, occasional whole seasons, 
and parts of seasons, when she did not appear on the London 
stage at all. 

At the beginning of last century, the receipts of a famous 
actress bore a much more favourable proportion to those of a 
great singer than to-day. To-day, a serious actress, in the 
first rank, may aspire to ^"150 a week, a favourite singing 
actress (musical comedy) to £200 a week, and clothes. A 
great cantatrice safely expects £300 a night in grand opera. 
During Mrs. Siddons’s most remunerative season, she received 
(assuming Robertson’s statement, and Campbell’s report, to be 
accurate) ^52, 10s. a night, i.e. £3302 for her season of sixty- 
three nights. 1 Mrs. Billington, the Melba of those days, received 
^4000 for the season, ending, for her, on April 1st; and, for 
the season ravaged by the O.P. rioters, Catalani had been 
promised ^7 5 a night. While, for the actress’s chastening, the 
prima donna is unmistakably preferred to her, she enjoys the 
correspondingly solid advantage that the stage is one of the 
very few professions in which women and men work on an 
economic equality. It must also be remembered that the 
opera season is very much shorter than the theatre season. 

Mrs. Siddons showed herself markedly ‘like folks’ in her 
ever-renewed postponement of the date at which she could 
‘ afford ’ to retire. The ‘ castle’ she built in 1783 was a country 
cottage and .£10,000. In 1785, she wrote to the Whalleys: 
“ I have three winters’ servitude, and then, with the blessing 
of God, I hope to sit down tolerably easy, for you know I am 
not ambitious in my desires.” About a year afterwards, she 

1 Appendix B. 
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wrote to Whalley: “ I have at last. . . attained the ten thousand 
pounds which I set my heart upon.” There is no mention of 
retirement, and the cottage is allowed to “melt into air” 
though she describes herself as “ now perfectly at ease with 
respect to fortune” I11 July, 1801, out of health, and in the 
rush of a starring tour, she wrote, from Preston, to Mrs. 
Fitzhugh: “ I must go on making , to secure the few comforts 
that I may have been able to attain for myself and my 
family.” Exactly six years later, she wrote, from Liverpool 
“ If I can but add three hundred a year to my present 
income, I shall be perfectly well provided for; and I am 
resolved when that is accomplished, to make no more positive 
engagements in summer” To James Ballantyne, writing from 
Leeds, also in July, 1807, she explained her position in greater 
detail:— 

“. . . I am trying to secure to myself the comfort of a 
carriage, which is an absolute necessary to me, 1 and then—then 
will I sit down in quiet to the end of my days. You will 
perhaps be surpris’d to hear that I am not abundantly rich, 
but you know not the expenccs I have incurred in times past 
& the losses I have sustain’d; add, too, the necessity which 
Mr. Siddons’ ill-health induces of his living at Bath for the 
benefit of those waters. All these causes drain one’s purse 
beyond imagination.” 

For seven years longer, Mrs. Siddons went on work¬ 
ing. When she died, she left under Y 5 0,000. Clearly, the 
expenses of the oft-cited five children and a husband had 
been heavy. In 1799, her daughter, Sally, wrote to Sally Bird: 
“ I have always been told that I was to expect but little in 
the case of such an event \ix. marriage], and this, I believe, 
was pretty well known.” 

The nullity of Mr. Siddons in the world’s estimation was, 
to some extent, indemnified at home by his role of finance 
minister. Mrs. Siddons was given a quarterly allowance, she 
told Whalley, when he begged from her ^80 to help to relieve 
the distresses of Mrs. Bennington, and urged, as an incentive 
to generosity, that to Mrs. Pennington poor Maria had owed 
the soothing comforts of her last days. Such a reference to 
1 Hitherto, we must suppose, she had 'jobbed. 5 
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what she called ‘ a wound ... of itself too apt to bleed ’ naturally 
hurt Mrs. Siddons. “ Indeed, indeed, my dear sir, there was 
no occasion to recal those sad and .tender scenes to soften 
my nature; but let it pass.” It should be added that she 
cordially engaged that Mr. Siddons should at once disburse 
the £80. 

Apparently, she suffered even more anxiety than was 
necessary over her husband’s unsatisfactory connection with 
Sadler’s Wells Theatre. The idea of Sadler’s Wells strikes 
a discord with the name of Siddons. With quaint forcibleness, 
Princess Augusta, in 1797, expressed to Mme D’Arblay her 
sense of the incongruity—for she, in addition, had jumped to 
the conclusion that it was the great tragic mistress, not ‘ Sid,’ 
who had bought into the proprietorship—“Mrs. Siddons and 
Sadler’s Wells,” said she, “seems to me as ill fitted as the 
dish they call a toad in a hole; which I never saw, but 
always think of with anger—putting a noble sirloin of beef 
into a poor, paltry batter-pudding! ” In 1802, Siddons’s quarter 
of Sadler’s Wells Theatre was purchased for ^1400 by Thomas 
and Charles Dibdin, conjointly. 

The most domestic of public women lived her active London 
life of excitement and toil, for the most part, in three houses, 
14 Gower Street, 49 Great Marlborough Street, and Westbourne 
Farm. She did not move into 27 Upper Baker Street, the 
house in which she died, till 1817. At that date, she began, 
like many another parent of a tonish miss, to find that a 
far-away address was disadvantageous for the daughter’s social 
opportunities. To Mrs. Piozzi, the new house itself seemed 
remote. She wrote to Sir James Fellowes, soon after Mrs. 
Siddons moved in, “. . . Adieu! I must dress to dine what 
I call out of town—the top house in Baker Street.” 

In imagining what we may be sure was the respectable maho¬ 
gany comfort—with a man-servant kept—of Mrs. Siddons’s first 
fixed home in London, we may take into account that the Gower 
Street of her years, 1784-90, was a less grim-looking locality 
than the Gower Street of to-day. Colonel Sutherland, at No. 33, 
sat under his own vine; Lord Eldon, at No. 42, could pull 
a peach off his house wall; Mr. William Bentham, at No. 6 
(Upper Gower Street), used to regale friends on Gower-Street- 
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grown nectarines. As late as 1812, a short lane led into an 
archery ground, whence a pedestrian might walk uninterruptedly 
through fields to Hampstead and Ilighgate. The coloured 
‘ Embellishments 5 in Ackermann’s Repository help us to 
reconstruct the relatively little London of that less Imperial 
age. 

Mrs. Siddons dwelt at 49 Great Marlborough Street from 
1790 till the fall of 1804, when, Mr. Siddons’s chronic rheumatism 
rendering Bath his only tolerable residence, she gave up the 
house, and, with Patty Wilkinson, went into lodgings in Prince’s 
Street, Hanover Square. Mr. and Mrs. Siddons had spent 
some weeks of summer, 1804, at Hampstead, as, during 1795 
and 1796, they had, with their family, rented a ‘little nutshell 
upon Putney Heath.’ 1 The summer of 1790 had found the 
casa Siddons established, for about seven weeks, in ‘ little neat 
lodgings,’ at Sandgate. Mrs. Siddons loved, as she said, ‘ fresh 
air and green fields,’ and a proceeding that gave her long- 
lasting satisfaction was her removal, in April, 1805, from 
London proper to Westbourne Farm, or, as she, sometimes, 
alternatively wrote it, Westbourne House, Paddington. 

Pulled down about fifty years ago, the cottage known as 
Westbourne Farm stood on Westbourne Green, a rural open 
space off the Harrow Road, close to the Lock Bridge. Allow¬ 
ing for the greater picturesqucncss of a century ago, Paddington, 
‘ Westbournia,’ and Bayswater wore then something of the aspect 
places like Isleworth and Heston wear now. Nurserymen’s 
grounds flourished—as the numerous old pear and mulberry 
trees still existing, in those districts, in back-garden and 
'Square,’ testify—so did alehouses, exact Morland pictures, 
screened by elms, flanked by long stone watering troughs, 
each with its sign creaking overhead. So, too, flourished, in 
its season, haymaking, as Mary Berry’s ‘Journal,’ date June 
26th, 1809, calls to mind. Not very far from Westbourne 
Farm stood the almost new—Plenty Angelo says the cockney¬ 
looking—Church of St. Mary’s, Paddington, 2 and the adjacent 

1 Boyle’s Court Guide for 1796 adds to ‘49 Great Marlborough Street’ ‘ Putney 
Heathy Surrey ’ as Mrs. Siddons’s country address. 

a The earher, Charles II church (in which I logarth was married), was demolished 
in 1791, and the new church erected a hundred feel south of it. 
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jreen, with which, in clay and marble, Sarah Siddons was 
lestined to become mortally associated. 

Westbourne Farm was a bijou villa, large enough for its 
enant, her one surviving daughter, Cecilia, and Patty Wilkinson, 
.nd in its progressive beautification, building a studio, and 
aying out a garden (with the indispensable shrubbery of 
805), Mrs. Siddons took a great deal of wholesome interest, 
ro Ballantyne, a couple of years after her installation, she 
vrote, concerning f that dear hut her home ’:— 

“You wou’d scarcely know that sweet little spot, it is so 
improved since you saw it. I believe tho’ I wrote you 
Lbout my dining-room and the pretty bedchamber at the 
:nd of it, where you are to sleep, unannoyd by your former 
leighbours in their mangers—stalls, I should say, I believe. 
Ml the laurells are green and flourishing; all the wooden 
garden pales hidden by sweet shrubs & flowers that form 
l verdant wall all round me. Oh, it is the prettiest little 
100k in all the world.” 

Mr. Siddons’s turn for opuscular poetry probably never 
bund a more felicitous vent than when he penned the follow- 
g verses, which, moreover, show him in unmistakably 
larmonious relations with a wife whose perpetual housemate, 
iwing to adventitious circumstances, he was no longer— 

ON MRS. SIDDONS’S COTTAGE AT WESTBOURNE. 

1 

Would you I’d Westbourne Farm describe, 

I’ll do it then, and free from gall, 

For sure it would be sin to gibe 
A thing so pretty and so small. 

2 

The poplar walk, if you have strength, 

Will take a minute’s time to step it; 

Nay, certes, ’tis of such a length, 

’Twould almost tire a frog to leap it. 

3 

But when the pleasure-ground is seen, 

Then what a burst comes on the view; 

Its level walk, its shaven green. 

For which a razor’s stroke would do. 
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4 

Now, pray bo cautious when you enter, 

Anti curb your strides from much expansion; 

Three paces take you to the centre, 

Three mure, you’re close against the mansion, 

5 

The mansion, cottage, house, or hut, 

Oall't what you will, has room within 
To bulge the king of Lilliput, 

Hut not his court, nor yet his (preen. 

6 

The kitchen-garden, true to keeping, 

Has length and breadth and widtlr so plenty, 

A snail, if fairly set a-ereepiug, 

Could scarce go round while you told twenty. 

7 

I’erltaps you’ll cry, on hearing this, 

What! every thing so very small? 

No, sire that made it what it is, 

Has greatness that makes up for all.” 

With a practicable garden, Mrs. Sid dons could give summer 
evening parties in a house so tiny that when the big and 
burly Prince Regent came to call, it looked [says Mrs. Mair] 
as if built round those two. For June 1st, 1811, Miss Berry 
has, in her ‘ Journal ’: — 

“ In the evening to Mrs. Siddons’s at Wcstbourne Farm. 
Went before ten o’clock. The whole house was illuminated, 
on the outside with coloured lamps, and in the inside with 
candles, and every bush in the garden with lamps. In short, 
it was the prettiest little Vauxhall that could be, and a vast 
many people there.” 

In spite of Mrs. Siddons’s having, for a time, the Charles 
Kembles for next-door neighbours, on Wcstbourne Green, 
Westbourne Farm, from its retired situation, had drawbacks, 
especially on winter evenings. Thus, in an unpublished letter, 
of December, 18x4, to one of her nieces, Mrs. Siddons wrote:— 

“ Westbourne ... at this time of Year and in these parlous 
times is rather a melancholy residence. Even dear Horace 
[Twiss] is afraid of coming to us, and indeed one hears of 
so many robberies &c, that I should have more pain and 
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anxiety from his visits than the great pleasure of his society 
would compensate.” 

From Westbourne Farm to Co vent Garden was a longish 
drive, and, during her farewell season (1812) at all events, 
Mrs. Siddons took lodgings for the winter in Pall Mall, where, 
when Campbell called, ‘the long line’ of the carriages of her 
other visitors ‘ that filled the street ’ at first led him to conclude 
there must be ‘ a levee at St. James’s.’ 

We have just seen that Mrs. Siddons added a studio to 
Westbourne Farm. Campbell relates that, one day, in 1789, 
when she happened to be shopping, in Birmingham, an 
unconscious salesman sold her a plaster bust of ‘ the greatest 
and most beautiful actress that was ever seen in the world.’ 
The provocation of this unrecognisable travesty of herself 
was (according to her biographer attitri) the germ of her 
favourite leisure occupation. She started modelling by trying 
to make a better likeness of herself than the ‘ image ’ she had 
bought. In later years, she must have enjoyed exchanging 
this story with the kindred anecdote concerning the Italian 
image seller which her friend, Anne Seymour Damer, had to 
tell of her own impulsion into statuary. 

It would be absurd to expect that Mrs. Siddons’s ‘sculp¬ 
ing’ should have had great merit. Excellence is not for 
those who take up an art as a pastime. I do not know 
whether anything from her hand survives, 1 nor even whether 
she attempted marble. Public Characters states that she 
“produced, among other things, a medallion of herself, 2 a 
bust of her brother, John Kemble, in the chararacter of 
Coriolanus, and a study of Brutus before the death of Csesar.” 
It was no disgrace to the greatest of English actresses that 
she did not get so far in that other harmony of sculpture as 
Mrs. Damer. What is psychologically interesting is her 
attraction towards, and capacity for, ‘the round.’ To judge 
from her and Sarah II, it would seem that the nerve centres 
that control the two plastic arts, acting and sculpture, must 
lie near together. 

1 A bust of herself in the Garrick Club ‘is said to be ’ her work. 

2 An engraving, by Ridley, from this medallion, is in the Burney Collection 
(VIII. 62), British Museum. 

16 
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Apart from art, our practical, rarely idle lady was handy 
with her hands. In the early days, she fashioned her children’s 
clothes; in 1803, we find her making Mrs. John Kemble ‘a 
Black Net for her Head’; 1 in 1813, sewing' a ‘silken quilt’ 
for Campbell." 

She by no means missed life’s average portion of physical 
evils. Mrs. IMozzi, indeed, wrote, though certainly with 
exaggeration, on February 15th, 1795, to the Rev. Daniel 
Dysons: “Poor dear Mrs. Siddons is never well long 
together, always some torment, body or mind, or both.” Her 
first recorded illness was in the winter, or early spring, of 
1784, her second, in 1786-87, when, for ten months, she was 
visited with ‘a miserable nervous disorder,’ the forerunner, 
in all probability, of her later rheumatism and the ‘terrible 
headaches’ that afflicted her in advanced years. In 1791, 
she again had a long spell of illness, cured by Harrogate. 

One of the worst maladies of her life overtook her, when she 
was forty-nine, in the form of torturing sciatica (what would 
now be called a neuritis) ‘from the hip to the toe/ ‘Sid/ 
for his rheumatism, and she, for hers, determined—as has been 
seen—to try Hampstead, and Campbell records that, at their first 
meal there—in Capo di Monte Cottage, at the end of Upper 
Terrace—‘ the old gentleman,’ looking at the fine prospect through 
their windows, exclaimed, ‘ Sally, this will cure all our ailments!”’ 
But Mrs. Siddons only grew worse, till, contrary to the opinion 
of all her doctors, except Sir James Earle (whose assent was 
negative—it would do her no harm), she decided on electric 
treatment. This being applied, she was ‘ almost instantly cured/ 
but her shrieks when ‘the sparks touched’—which, she said, 
created a feeling ‘ as if burning lead was running through her 
veins/ were enough—so her husband averred—to make passers- 
by burst into the house to see who was being murdered. 

Tuberculosis killed one of Mrs. Siddons’s sons, and one of her 
daughters, but she herself seems to have been free from any 
taint of it. The first mention of the disease which, in the end, 
proved fatal to her, occurs in May, 1801, when she writes, from 
Manchester, to Mrs. Fitzhugli, “ My face has been very much 

1 See a letter in the Forster Collection, Victoria and Albert Museum. 
a Campbell, ii. 348. 
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enflam’d, but is getting well by the aid of a Doctor Ferrier in 
this place.” 1 Considerably later in the same year, Mrs. Piozzi 
told Whalley, “ Our poor Siddons complains sadly of her 
mouth—a strumous 2 swelling in the lip, if I understand Mrs. 
Pennington perfectly.” 

“What good does complaining do?” wrote Mrs. Siddons. 
She had no tendency to make the most of illness. “ The natural 
disposition to be well will shortly restore me,” she said to the 
Whalleys, when she was fifty-four. This wholesome conviction, 
triumphing even over the untimely deaths of Maria and Sally, 
alone shows her elasticity of nerve. On the other hand, she 
was feelingly able to write to Lady Harcourt, upon the death of 
Queen Charlotte, “ I know by sad experience how wonderfully 
the mind sustains the body while exertions are necessary, and 
the sad nervous languid state in which they leave one when they 
cease to be so.” It should be added that Mrs. Siddons was 
never once accused of ‘artistic’ irritability. Through the 
contrarinesses of rehearsals, she was always—no small matter 
—even-tempered. Charles Young looked back to the periods 
during which he had ‘ the good forture to act with her, as the 
happiest of his professional recollections.’ 

Like the rest of her kin, Mrs. Siddons ate well. For this 
statement we are able to quote no less an authority than her 
butcher (who, also, to his loss, was Haydon’s), a man named 
Sowerby, who descanted to Haydon with an expert’s gusto on 
Mrs. Siddons’s partiality for mutton chops— 

“. . . never was such a woman for chops! ... 1 have fed 
John Kemble, Charles Kemble, Stephen Kemble, Madame 
Catalani, Morland the painter, and you , sir. Madame Catalani 
was a wonderful woman for sweetbreads; but the Kemble 
family — the gentlemen, sir — rump-steaks and kidneys in 
general was their taste; but Mrs. Siddons, sir, she liked 
chops.” 

Further evidence of the solidity of Mrs. Siddons’s favourite 
vivers is supplied by two stories Scott loved to tell. In one, he 
imitated the tragedy contralto in which she replied, to the 
Provost of Edinburgh, when he asked her if the beef was not 

1 Alfred Morrison Collection. Catalogue, vi. 130. 

2 This was a mistake. It was not scrofulitic. 
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too salt, “ Beef cannot be too salt for me, my lord.” Scott’s 
other story was to mimic the blank verse line with which she 
pulverised a young footman at the Ashestiel dinner-table_ 

“ You 1 vo ltrmttfhl mi* water, boy,-—1 asked for beer.” 

It was Tom Moore who said he heard her observe, ‘in her 
most tragic tone,' at a supper-table at Lady Mount-Edge- 
cumbc’s, “I do love ale dearly.” With these ana may be 
placed a memory communicated to me by Miss C. Agnes 
Rooper, whose father, on a visit, as a boy, to his aunt, Lady 
Sundcrlin, wife of the Attorney-General for Ireland, met Mrs. 
Siddons at breakfast, and remembered, for the rest of his 
life, her concentration of interest in a not at first get-at-able 
mustard-pot. 

The quite credible statement made by a contemporary letter- 
writer that Mrs. Siddons, when a young mother, might be seen, 
like Mr. Hewlett’s Madonna of the Peach-Tree in the tavern, 
feeding ( allaitant ) her infant in the greenroom, ought only to 
remind us that there is a date-mark in manners as surely as a 
geography in morals. The modern student is, perhaps, slightly 
surprised at finding the decorous, the correct Mrs. Siddons saying, 
“ Good God 1 ” and, more frequently, “ Bless me! ” on minor 
occasions. Her “1 wish to God I had seen the Marquis ” 1 
would sound even worse, did we not bear in mind the pre¬ 
valence, during her period, of a careless use of sacred words, in 
‘the best company,’ when Miss Seward wrote, in letters, “Good 
God! ” and even Miss Berry swore, while the second lady in 

the kingdom used to say “ d--n me I ” and, at almost every 

sentence, “ I tell you God’s truth.” The coarse vixen, Caroline, 

is, it must be confessed, an extreme instance. Even between 
the youth and old age of Mrs. Siddons (thanks, in a measure, to 
the influence of the ‘ Blues ’) considerable changes came over the 
external refinement of conversation. 

An actress’s highest triumph would be, not that the audience 
should exclaim, “ Look at Ellen Terry 1 ” “ Here comes Duse! ” 
but “ Ah 1 this is Portia 1 ” “ This is Marguerite Gauthier! ” Just 
that triumph the great Siddons achieved. But she went beyond 

it, she fell on the other, for, so habituated had she become to 

1 Mrs. Siddons to Whalley. Whalley, i. 436. 





HER ART, CIRCUMSTANCES, AND CHARACTER 245 

thinking with the mind she divined in Queen Katharine, 
Constance, and Volumnia, to such an extent had she identified 
her personality with sublime parts, that, in shop, and street, and 
evening party, still, she talked in iambics, and still, people were 
disposed to say, “ Here comes Queen Katharine ! ” She could 
not, in manner, get clear of her characters; she preserved the 
style of her subjects, and her style—so much the more actress 
she—was herself. 

Therefore it was that she reminded Washington Irving of 
Scott’s knights, who ‘carved the meat through their gloves of steel ’; 
that she stabbed the potatoes, as Sydney Smith vividly put it; 
that she said, “ Give me the bowl! ” meaning the salad bowl, in 
a tone, and with an emphasis on the pronoun which made every¬ 
body laugh; that she terrified the Bath draper with “Will it 
wash?”—one of the best-known sayings of modern times. 
When Campbell chaffed her as to the clinging, unconscious 
tragedy habit, evinced in this last, she, giving a further proof of 
it, replied, “Witness truth, I did not wish to be tragical!” 
King Cambyses’ vein was so much her second nature that a 
Quarterly Reviewer, for August, 1834, commenting on “Will it 
wash ? ” says that every one who ever saw Mrs. Siddons in 
private could parallel it by some similar ancedote. Her own 
yea being yea, and her nay, nay, she was wont to take equally 
literally what she was told. This is evidenced in the story of 
her comment, on being informed Mr. Somebody was found dead 
in his bureau, “ Poor man! How gat he there ? ” We may 
take our choice between her unblinking vision of the luckless 
person curled under the slope of the desk and her no less 
egregious aspect, in a variant on the story, presented to my 
attention by her great-granddaughter, Miss Mair, which affirms 
that to the statement, “ There were pigs [Scotice for cans for 
chimney-pots for increasing the draught] on the roof,” Mrs. 
Siddons, on a visit to Edinburgh, calmly returned, “ How gat 
they there ? ” 

In every artist’s nature there is a magnetic element. This, 
Mrs. Siddons left at home when she stalked into general society. 
She lacked, off the stage, the player’s mobility, and that gift of 
charming universally, which, as a rule, actresses both enjoy by 
nature, and diligently cultivate. She possessed no semblance 



24 6 


THE INCOMPARABLE SIDDONS 


of ‘ ce petit rys follastre. 1 (Englished by Locker-Lampson into 
‘ that little, giddy laugh ’) which Marot assigned to Madame 
D’Allebret. She had nothin;.'; of Garrick’s adaptability. She 
was marmoreal where he was supple. That she was ‘difficult’ 
with strangers there can be no question. The something rigid 
in her personality, what Campbell calls ‘that air of uncom¬ 
promising principle in her physiognomy, which struck you at 
first sight, and was verified by the longest acquaintance,’joining 
with her composed and careful utterance, the habit she learnt 
at her mother’s knee, conspired to produce a deterrent effect 
on slight acquaintances. Even a cerulean like Anna Seward, 
all high-flown ecstasies, confessed that, in conversation with 
Mrs. Siddons, she ‘never felt herself so much awed in her life. 
The most awkward embarrassment was the consequence.’ 
Miss Berry, who had, the previous year, discovered ‘how much’ 
Mrs. Siddons gained ‘ by being known,’ noted, in a letter 
written, in 1799, from North Audley Street, that Mrs. Siddons 
“ was one of a little party we had last night. . . . She was at 
her very best; hatl put off the Catherine , or rather not put it on 
since her return from Bath, and sang to us after supper, and 
was agreeable.” Fanny Burney’s records of her chance inter¬ 
views with Mrs. Siddons are well known. The diarist was not 
naturally shnpatka. After their meeting, in 1782, at Miss 
Monckton’s, she entered, “ She has a steadiness in her manner 
and deportment by no means engaging.” In 1787, when she 
was commanded to receive the royal Reading Preceptress at 
Windsor, she notes— 

“ I found her the heroine ot a tragedy—sublime, elevated, 
and solemn; in voice, deep and dragging; and in conversation, 
formal, sententious, calm, and dry. I expected her to have been 
all that is interesting, the delicacy and sweetness with which 
she seizes every opportunity to strike and to captivate upon 
the stage had persuaded me [etc., etc.] . . . but I was very 
much mistaken.” 1 

It was on this latter occasion that Mrs. Siddons, in the 
midst of being ‘ formal, sententious, calm, and dry,’ staggered 
Miss Fanny by impulsively saying that her Cecilia was the one 
part she really longed to impersonate. 

1 See, also, D’Arblay, iv. 301. 
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Mrs. Siddons had no small talk, and, from absorption in 
what she rightly designated her ‘ own pressing avocations,’ and 
the quiet confidence her unparalleled self-made position could not 
fail to give her, she never took the pains lesser speechless folk 
take to amend this deficiency. In all probability, she would 
as much have scorned to lay herself out, in private, to propitiate 
chance strangers as, by any cheap trick, on the stage, to catch 
(as Foote has it in his Treatise on the Passions) ‘an ignorant 
Bene from the hard Hands of the Gallery.’ When moved 
thereto, she would, occasionally, go out of her way to snub the 
‘ mostly fools,’ as, when, a lady, remarking in her hearing, while 
gazing at the mountains at Penmaenmawr, “ This awful scenery 
makes me feel as if I were only a worm, or a grain of dust, on 
the face of the earth,” she turned round, more awful than the 
prospect, and said, “ I feel very differently.” Mrs. Piozzi blamed 
her for ‘never voluntarily holding converse with coarse or 
common people.’ On her incapacity for laying aside her chopine, 
Campbell makes the following indulgent, probably just, 
remark:— 

“This singularity made her manner susceptible of caricature. 
I know not what others felt, but I own that I loved her all the 
better for this unconscious solemnity of manner; for, independ¬ 
ently of its being blended with habitual kindness to her friends, 
and giving, odd as it may seem, a zest to the humour of her 
familiar conversation, it always struck me as a token of her 
simplicity. In point of fact, a manner in itself artificial, sprung 
out of the naivete of her character.” 

Lawrence’s testimony is the same. Writing, on November 
22nd, 1829, to John Julius Angerstein, as to the success of 
Fanny Kemble, he adds:— 

“ Her manner in private is characterised by ease, and that 
modest gravity which I believe must belong to high tragic 
genius, and which, in Mrs. Siddons, was strictly natural to her 
though, from being peculiar in the general gaiety of society, it 
was often thought assumed.” 

Stothard, who, without much intimacy, seems, instinctively, 
to have understood her, was even more emphatic as to her 
naturalness than either Campbell or Lawrence. “... it would 
have been,” he said, “ as out of character in her to have formed 
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her manners by those of the ordinary rate of persons, as it 
would be in a very tall woman to walk stooping.” 

Frosty towards outsiders, but, as we have repeatedly seen 
sweet as summer to people she valued, and knew well, Mrs. 
Siddons showed at her best in her home, and, there, was so far 
from arrogance that once — the trait is communicated by 
Campbell—she sent for a servant she had undeservedly rebuked, 
and, before her family, begged his pardon. 

Far enough from being a witty, or a frolicsome, lady, she, 
like the rest of us, appreciated what to her appeared ‘comical.’ 
When, with Patty Wilkinson, she visited Shakespeare’s birth- 
house, where a loquacious ‘ shew-woman ’ tried to ‘ palm upon 
their credulity a little monster, with a double tongue, as a 
descendant of Shakespeare, she remarked that nature had en¬ 
dowed the ‘ shew-woman ’ herself ‘ with a double allowance of 
tongue.’ Another instance of Mrs. Siddons’s playfulness takes 
the form of an unpublished letter to her nephew, which runs, in 
her resolute, legible handwriting:— 

“ My DEAR I Iorace,—Y our Manuscript is very graciously 
Accepted.—Yours aff tly S. Siddons 

“ El) in. March Vfth ” 

Mrs. Siddons could afford to confess herself ‘a matter-of- 
fact woman,’ made of ‘ inability and simpleness ’; but it was 
harsh of the precocious girl who ,was, without doubt, retro¬ 
spectively jealous of her aunt, to write that she “ was what we 
call a great dramatic genius, and off the stage gave not the 
slightest indication of unusual intellectual capacity of any sort.” 
The expressive, perspicuous letters Mrs. Siddons wrote, her 
amateur’s practice of sculpture, and her friendships with women 
like Mrs. Darner and Mrs. Opie, and with such men as Scott 
and Windham alone go far to disprove Fanny Kemble’s 
summary judgment. Probably, no woman ever possessed a 
more clear-cut, collected, and competent mind than Mrs. 
Siddons—in spite of a canard which, she told Mrs. Piozzi, in 
1796, was going about that she was under confinement for 
insanity! Whether she possessed all the qualities her friend, 
Burke, styled ‘ the soft green of the soul ’ is less certain. 
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M RS. SIDDONS’S years, covering most of the second 
half of the eighteenth century, and outlasting the first 
quarter of the nineteenth, were practically coeval with 
the reign of George III and the regency and reign of George IV. 
Among the vagaries that preluded George Ill’s second attack 
of insanity (1788) was his giving Mrs. Siddons a blank paper, 
with his signature at the foot. This carte blanche Mrs. Siddons, 
showing her instinctive good sense in emergencies, at once 
handed to Queen Charlotte. By 1788, she was habituated to 
the thrilling vibrations of ‘Your Majesty’ and ‘Your Royal 
Highness.’ Baby Princess Amelia, who, in 1783, extended her 
hand when the great actress ecstatically breathed a wish to kiss 
her, had helped to teach her Court etiquette. 

Both King and Queen, we have seen, showed themselves 
her steady patrons. They disliked tragedy, but saw her, during 
January, 1783, in five rdles. The King looked through his 
monocular opera glass till he could not see for tears, and 
gracious, punctilio-exacting, little Charlotte (who, in later years, 
reminded Lawrence of an old grey parrot) avowed that, in order 
not to weep, she sometimes found it necessary to turn her back 
to the stage, for, ‘inteed,’ Mrs. Siddons’s acting was ‘doo 
desagreble.’ 1 In 1785, Fanny Burney (before her incarceration) 
was staying with Mrs. Delany, and heard Royal George, when 
he called, talk of Mrs. Siddons, ‘ with the warmest praise.’ “ I 
am an enthusiast for her,” he cried, “quite an enthusiast. 
I think there was never any player in my time so excellent—not 
Garrick himself; I own it 1 ” In this same year, shortly before 

1 So, in the original MS. only of his biography of Mrs. Siddons, Campbell 
reproduced the Queen’s pronunciation. 
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the birth of George Siddons, to whom the Ilcir to the Throne 
stood godfather, Mrs. Siddons wrote to Whallcy: . the 

other day her Majesty very graciously sent me a box of 
powders, which she thought might be of use to me, and which 
she said T need not be afraid of, as she always took them herself 
when in my situation. These very superior honours, as you 
may suppose, create me many enemies.” 

At Weymouth, where the King and Queen went ‘ a-wam- 
bling about like the most everyday old man and woman,’ and 
used to walk to the theatre from Gloucester House, Mrs. 
Siddons acted before them. It was their holiday season, and 
preferring to do herself injustice in comedy than that they 
should be bored by tragedies, she played Rosalind, Lady 
Townly, and Col man’s Mrs. Oakley. 

Mrs. Siddons frankly admired the ‘ deplorable Regent,’ who, 
it must be said, was uniformly attentive and affable to her, and, 
thereby, added a fourth to his three claims upon respect in that 
he made much of Scott, admired Jane Austen, and naturalised 
French cookery. Mrs. Siddons was never at Brighton without 
being a guest at the Pavilion—that symbol of late eighteenth 
and early nineteenth century ‘ smartness ’ out of town. In 1798, 
writing from Brighton, she told a correspondent she did 
not like the prospect of meeting Lady Jersey at supper, but, 
realising that a refusal would tlisplea.se the individual whom 
Lawrence’s friend, Farington, seeking favours, wrote of with a 
capital letter—‘ Him ’ and * 11 is ’—she swallowed her scruples, 
and merely said (what everybody thought) that Lady Jersey 
would look handsome if she would not affect at forty-eight to 
be eighteen. A large gold repeater, given by the Prince Regent 
to George Siddons, is now in the possession of Miss Harriot 
Siddons, to whom it was left by her cousin, Colonel W. Siddons 
Young. 

In less than a month from the date of her uprise in 1782, 
Mrs. Siddons had .completely secured—as Horace Walpole’s 
discernment did not fail to note—-the admiration of those Tate 
Wilkinson designates ‘ people of the great lead.’ On December 
4th, one of the newspapers remarked that ‘ on a Siddons night,’ 
* Drury Lane looked more like a meeting of the House of Lords 
than a theatre—four stars in one box, and scarcely any box 
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without one! ’ Mrs. Siddons’s benefit book, ‘ as it lay open 
in the lobby/ was spoken of as ‘the Court Guide/ Every 
attempt being fruitless to procure boxes at short notice, ladies, 
to behold her, were willing to struggle through what one of 
them termed ‘ the terrible, fierce, maddening crowd into the pit.’ 
And Mrs. Siddons was the fashion, not only for a season or 
two, but throughout her life. Boaden, holding, in his Life of 
Mrs. Jordan , no brief for the tragic lady, rather vividly says 
that she 

“ maintained a distance in her manners that irritated the 
self-love of those with whom she mixed in the business of the 
stage; and she was supposed to shew rather strongly the con¬ 
sciousness of living familiarly with the higher orders. She had 
in fact monopolized their attention and their patronage. Her 
nights of performance alone were well attended, and she had 
two benefits each season, for which every thing fashionable 
reserved itself; and the benefits of others, if she did not act for 
them, were reduced nearly to the actor’s private connexion, and 
many were disappointed in their little circles, by an apology 
that ended with c You know we must go on Mrs. Siddons’s 
night, and we then leave town directly.” 

In an age when the House of Commons, on a motion by 
Pitt, adjourned, and went down to the theatre, to see Betty play 
Hamlet, it is no wonder that Mrs. Siddons seemed an integral 
part of the national life. Pitt was one of her earliest admirers, 
and his tall, attenuated figure^—he was known, among Foxites, 
as ‘ the Devil’s darning-needle ’—was as familiar a sight on her 
first nights as was the misshapen figure of Gibbon, before he 
left Bentinck Street to return to Lausanne. As has already 
been said, Fox, to whose noble zest the occasion must have been 
meat and drink, watched the curtain first rise on the most 
wonderful Shakespearean impersonation of all time, Mrs. 
Siddons’s Lady Macbeth, and, in thinking over the personal 
traits of that sanguine, magnetic member of her audience, one 
reflects that in one characteristic, at least, he resembled her, for 
Rogers says that Fox, too, conversed little in London mixed 
society, but, at his own house, with intimate friends, would talk 
on for ever, with the openness and simplicity of a child. 

In Mrs. Siddons’s autobiographical Memoranda, we read— 


CARNEGIE W*** 
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“He [Reynolds] always sat in the orchestra; and in that 
place were to be seen, O glorious constellation ! Burke, Gibbon 
Sheridan, Windham, and, tlio last not least, the illustrious Fox. 

. . . All these great men would often visit my dressing-room, 
after the play, to make their bows, and honour me with their 
applauses. I must repeat, O glorious days ! ” 

Windham’s exceeding admiration of Mrs. Siddons’s acting 
is forcibly illustrated by a simple statement in his Diary, 
under date, February 15th, 1785—“Drove from the House of 
Commons, without dining, to Drury Lane, to Mrs. Siddons in 
‘ Lady Macbeth. 5 55 Personally, Windham liked her greatly. 
Under c May 24th, 1787/ he wrote, “Went out, in order to learn 
from Miss Adair whether I was to sup with her or not—or 
rather to put myself in the way of being asked, having been told 
by Mrs. Siddons the day before that she was to sup there. 5 ’ 
What Scott said of writers, that the value of having access to 
persons of talent and genius was the best part of their preroga¬ 
tive is even truer of leading actors. 

Among the higher compliments paid Mrs. Siddons was 
her being celebrated, by name, in his Reflections 071 the French 
Revolution , by Edmund Burke. If that affluent mind derived 
delight from her acting, he, on liis side, melted her to tears, 
as she sat, in February 1788, beside Mrs. Sheridan, and 
listened to the purple superlatives of his impeachment of 
Warren Hastings, in Westminster Hall. “There,” says 
Macaulay, “Siddons . . . looked with emotion on a scene 
surpassing all the imitations of the stage.” 

One of the prettiest episodes of Mrs. Siddons’s life was 
brought about by Reynolds’s apotheosis of her as the Tragic 
Muse, when the first P.R.A. inscribed his name on the border 
of her drapery (as he had done on that of Lady Cockburn) 
and, upon her looking into the border to examine the ‘Joshua 
Reynolds Pinxit 1784/ which, at a distance, she took to be 
a golden pattern, he uttered the gracious sentence that ‘he 
could not lose the honour this opportunity afforded him of 
going down to posterity on the hem of her garment. 5 He, 
likewise, she recollected—when she described, in later years, 
those memorable sittings — guaranteed the colours of her 
portrait never to fade as long as the canvas held together. 
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[t Ascend your undisputed throne! 55 he said, as he led her 
to the platform in his painting-room, the gusto grande in 
which he drew her already seething in his brain. “The 
picture kept him in a fever,” deposed Northcote, his whilom 
pupil. Her sittings took place, presumably, late in 1783, 1 
and while she herself was, temporarily, residing in Leicester 
Fields. 

The idea of an actress personifying the Tragic Muse 
had been in the air since Garrick’s Jubilee, and, in that 
character, Romney, in 1771, painted Mrs. Yates. In various 
provincial Jubilee revivals, Mrs. Inchbald, in her acting days, 
walked, she tells us, ‘in the always complimentary part of 
the Tragic Muse.’ Mrs. Barry, at Drury Lane, and Mrs. 
Bellamy, simultaneously, at Covent Garden, had each supported 
this symbolic rdle at the first London revivals, in 1769, of 
the Stratford celebration. It is small wonder that, on 
November 18th, 1785, a year and a half after Reynolds’s 
masterpiece was exhibited, Mrs. Siddons herself condescended 
to be wheeled across the stage as Melpomene, in an attitude 
that reminded every one of the picture. Even a Mrs. Siddons 
must have been elated by such a portrait—such a superb 
idealisation of herself and her profession. Lawrence’s de¬ 
scription of it, in his Presidential address to the Academy 
students, in 1824, as ‘a work of the highest epic character, 
and indisputably the finest female portrait in the world,’ 
elicited from Mrs. Siddons {pet. 69) this letter:— 

“ Arran Lodge, Bognor 
De<r- 23, 1824 

“ Situated as I am, with respect to the glorious Picture 
so finely eulogised, and with its illustrious Panegyrist, what 
can I say, where should I find words for the various and 
thronging ideas that fill my mind? It will be enough, how¬ 
ever, to say (and I will not doubt it will be true to say) that 
could we change persons, I would not exchange the Grati¬ 
fication in bestowing this sublime tribute of praise, for all 
the fame it must accumulate on the memory of the Tragick 
use.—Yours most truly, S. Siddons” 2 3 

1 Reynolds’s 1783 pocket-book is missing. In the pocket-book for 1784, Mrs. 

Siddons’s name does not appear among his sitters. 

3 Sir Thomas Lawrence's Letter Bag , 189. 
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Michael Angelo’s Prophet Esaias 1 of the Sistine Chapel, 
with the two attendant figures behind, gave the greatest of 
English figure-painters an inspiration for the mise-en-scene of 
his diva Siddons, seated, amid lightning, in the empyrean 
her footstool on rolling clouds. Reynolds’s strong taste 
for an indefinite, goddess-like style of dress, in art, reasons 
for which he adduced in his fourth Discourse, here reached 
—for the attire of a real woman—its acme. It is some time 
since ‘ the Tragic Muse ’ left Grosvenor I louse to be shown in 
a public exhibition, but it only needs to be seen in a gallery 
lighted from above to make its superiority to the Dulwich 
replica more than ever apparent. Wherever the great picture 
hangs, it dominates the room, and bears out one of Burke’s 
comments on Reynolds that he appeared to descend to 
Portraiture from a higher sphere. 

The lady who was, after Mrs. Siddons, the next most 
famous sitter to eighteenth - century portrait - painters, 
Georgiana, Duchess of Devonshire, was Mrs. Siddons’s early 
patroness, at Bath, and continued to be her friend. Mrs. 
Siddons, in 1783, recommended Holcroft to her Grace, 
and Holcroft gives an amusing account of the interview 
which, in consequence, lie had with that vraie grande dame. 

‘ Fair Devon,’ as the poets called her, was a declared admirer 
of the Kembles, and when, in 1803, Covcnt Garden passed 
into Kemble hands, she became the renter of one of the 
private boxes, others of which were taken by the Northumber- 
lands, the Abcrcorns, the Kgrcmonts, and Lord and Lady 
Holland. 

Like Hugh Percy, second Duke of Northumberland, John 
James, ninth Earl and first Marquis of Abercorn, was more 
the John Kembles’ friend than Mrs. Siddons’s. He was 
that eccentric grand seigneur, proud, almost to the point of 
mania, whose groom of the chambers had to fumigate the 
rooms he occupied after liveried servants had been in them, 
and forbid the chambermaids to touch their master’s sacred 
bed, except in white kid gloves. Surviving till 1818, this 
magnifico lived to see strange sights. Even by 1800, the 
ancien regime was disintegrate. The ‘ glorious bonfire ’ in 
1 Or, almost equally, the Joel. 
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'ranee had burnt up its hair-powder, and Lord Abercorn 
ras already out of date. Alive enough, however, to be dubbed 
Bluebeard’ for marrying a third wife, Lady Anne Hatton, a 
ridowed daughter of the second Earl of Arran. 

Of all the people high in place who contrived—principally, 
1 their country houses—to see a good deal of Mrs. Siddons 
uring the brief recesses her alternating London and provincial 
asons allowed, Lady Harcourt should be first named. As 
arly as 1786, Mrs. Siddons told Whalley, “ In September, I 
hall be as usual at Nuneham, near Oxford, a seat of Lord 
larcourt’s.” Lady Harcourt was born Elizabeth, daughter 
f Lord Vernon. She married George Simon, Viscount Nune- 
,am, who, in 1777, became Earl Harcourt. He had large 
•roperty, looked French, possessed a fine taste in the arts, 
nd etched so as to win encomiums from Horace Walpole. 
Irs. Siddons spoke of him as ‘ a very ODD respectable man,’ 
>ut her disparaging tone may possibly be traced to the coldish 
stimate her noble friend had formed of her Lady Macbeth 
see p. 168). 

Nuneham Park was habitually ordered in such a style that 
/hen, in 1786, the King and Queen and several of their 
hildren paid a visit there, from Windsor, the Harcourts could 
nvite them to stay on three days, entertaining them adequately 
; Pimprevu. This was the identical visit to Nuneham of which 
? anny Burney, who came in the Royal suite, gives a dismal 
•bverse in the second volume (Mr. Austin Dobson’s edition) 
•f her immortal work. It was amid Nuneham’s splendid 
Lospitalities that Mrs. Siddons first encountered Gray’s Mason, 
Divine and Poet, who had expressed himself anything but 
,n admirer. It was a critical meeting, but how was a poet 
o resist the present persuasiveness of the most magnificently 
ovely woman of her day? He was very soon practising a 
iano duet with her, and giving her his arm round the gardens, 
^ady Harcourt was a Lady of the Bedchamber, and took part 
n receiving Mrs. Siddons at Windsor when she went to 
ead there. 

Mrs. Siddons nowhere expresses any consciousness of 
:onstraint dr weariness on visits—nothing of what the sharper- 
lensed Lady Morgan meant when she said, “ people are mis- 
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taken as to the pleasures of a large society in great houses— 
there is an inevitability about it that is a dead bored Turtle 
and venison, and pines and grapes, and lords and ladies every 
day agreed passing well with the woman who had begun life 
as an obscure player girl. She disliked being snubbed, which, 
perhaps, is one reason why we do not read of her ‘being 
frightened at 1 - 1 . 11 ./ as Sydney Smith described the process 
of being entertained in Lord Holland’s famous mansion, where 
her brother was on the visitors’ list. 

We have already seen her in friendly intercourse with the 
second Earl of Hardwicke. The Yorkc family touched eighteenth- 
century life at every point, and that rich collection of docu¬ 
ments, the Hardwicke Papers, purchased by the Government 
from the late Earl of Hardwicke, contains a number of letters 
and short notes from Mrs. Siddons, some written by her 
husband’s hand. 

Among ladies who were friends, and not only acquaintances, 
of Mrs. Siddons, there was no more remarkable figure than the 
Hon. Mrs. Damcr. At twenty-eight, the childless widow of a 
fool of fashion, Mrs. Darner, who, on her own side, or her 
husband’s, was related to half the peerage, was a fervent demo¬ 
crat. To her, all things were dross compared with the practice 
of sculpture, and at that she plodded, through a long life. For 
the most part, her work was roughly finished—Rodinesque. 
The masks of Thame and Isis on Henley Bridge, and the 
sculptured decoration of the bridge at Banff are from her 
‘ classic chisel,’ and she made statues, or busts, of George III 
and George IV, Fox, Nelson, Sir Joseph Banks, Mrs. Siddons 
(a bust, as the Tragic Muse), Miss Berry, herself, and other 
well-known people. In September, 1794, her kinsman, Horace 
Walpole, had an early glimpse of her bust of Mrs, Siddons, and, 
said he, “ a very mistressly performance it is indeed.” It was, 
in all probability, a copy of this that Mrs. Siddons, in the same 
year, presented to Mrs. Inchbald, spoken of by the latter as by 
Mrs. Damer. A forgotten, but agreeable, book, The Queens oj 
Society , by Grace and Philip Wharton, states that Mrs. Damer 
gave three busts, representing Mrs. Siddons and the two 
Kembles, to her friends, the Greathecds. Three such busts, in 
plaster, are now in the hall at Guy’s Cliffe, but one of them, at 
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east, that of Mrs. Siddons, proceeded from the atelier of 
oachim Smith, F.S.A., of Bath, and is a replica of the bust, 
ascribed ‘ J. Smith fecit’ ‘Published 1812/ at Stratford, repro- 
luced to face p. 282. 

When, in 1797, Walpole (Lord Orford) died, he left his 
:ountry house to Mrs. Damer, for life, as a residence, with 
^2000 a year to keep it up, and at Strawberry Hill Mrs. 
iiddons was frequently entertained by her, as, also, was 
3 atty Wilkinson, who, one notes, was not only the all-weathers 
:ompanion, required to attend her padrona to the theatre, 
nit, equally, the adopted daughter, whose name constantly 
ippears, coupled with the senior lady’s, in replies to formal 
nvitations. No doubt, the similarity of their tastes chiefly 
nade, and kept, Mrs. Siddons and Mrs. Damer great friends, 
it is ‘pretty’ (in Pepys’s sense) to know that while at 
Strawberry,’ Mrs. Siddons acted with her hostess, who was 
1 clever amateur. In 1812, Mrs. Damer ceded the house to 
ts real owner, Lord Waldegrave. 

While there, she had been the means of Mrs. Siddons seeing 
something of her own attached friend and neighbour, the widow 
if Garrick. A few weeks before that then all but centenarian 
ady died, in 1822, she made a codicil to her will, to the follow- 
ng effect:— 

“ I give to Mrs. Siddons a pair of gloves which were 
Shakespeare’s, and were presented by one of his family to 
ny late dear husband, during the jubilee at Stratford-upon- 
Avon.” 

Miss Monckton, afterwards Countess of Cork and Orrery, 
was one of the lion-hunting type of great folk who, early, 
pounced decisively on Mrs. Siddons. According to Fanny 
Burney, Miss Monckton, at her assemblies, “mixed the rank 
and the literature, and excluded all besides.” She was a born 
society woman, with ‘ an easy levity in her air, manner, voice, 
and discourse.’ It was that easy levity, I doubt not, which 
bowled over Dr. Johnson, always so ductile and pleasant in 
the presence of high-bred grace. The old gladiator loved to 
take Miss Monckton up sharp, and, in after years, she used 
o boast that he had. She said, once, to him, “ Sir, that is a 
very nice person.” “A nice person,” he replied, “what does 

17 
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that mean? Elegant is now the fashionable word, but will 
go out, and I see this stupid nice is to succeed to it; what 
docs nice mean? look in my dictionary, you will see it means 
correct, precise.” Mrs. Siddons tells the oft-quoted story 1 of 
a ‘blue evening/ in 1782, at Miss Monckton’s, prefacing it 
by the statement that she had been decoyed to Charles Street 
on a promise of no crowd. 

“The appointed Sunday evening came. I went to her 
very nearly in undress, at the early hour of eight, on account 
of my little boy, whom she desired me to bring with me, 
more for effect, I suspect, than for his beaux yeux. I found 
with her, as I had been taught to expect, three or four ladies 
of my acquaintance; and the time passed in agreeable con¬ 
versation, till I had remained much longer than I had 
apprehended. I was of course preparing speedily to return 
home, when incessantly repeated thunderings at the door, 
and the sudden influx of such a throng of people as I had 
never before seen collected in any private house, counteracted 
every attempt that I could make for escape. I was there¬ 
fore obliged, in a state of indescribable mortification, to sit 
quietly down, till I know not what hour in the morning; but 
for hours before my departure, the room I sat in was so 
painfully crowded, that the people absolutely stood on the 
chairs, round the walls, that they might look over their 
neighbours’ heads to stare at me . . .” 

In addition to friends named in an earlier chapter, frequent 
country-house hosts of Mrs. Siddons’s were, says Campbell, 
Mr. and Mrs. Halsey, at Henley Park; the Elliots, at Hurst; 
the Marlows, at St. John’s College, Oxford; the Freres, at 
Cambridge; the Blackshaws, at their seat in Berkshire; and 
Lady Barrington, at Bedsfield, while—of persons unmentioned 
already—he oftenest met, at her own house, during the last 
fifteen years of her life, Mr. II. Addington, Lord and Lady 
Scarborough, Dr. Batty, ‘ Conversation ’ Sharp, Lord Sidmouth, 
Countess Clare, Professor Smyth, the Rev. Mr. Milman, Mr. 
and Miss Rogers, and Lady Charlotte Campbell. 

1 Also given by Fanny Burney, and, in a somewhat fictitious, or heightened, form 
by Richard Cumberland, in The Observer , i. 224-226, 1785, ‘ Character of 
Vanessa,’ etc. 
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In a series of eight ‘Sonnets on Eminent Characters/ by 
oung Coleridge, that appeared, late in 1794, in The Morning 
'hronichi one—in which Coleridge had Lamb’s assistance— 
r as addressed, on December 29th, to Mrs. Siddons. It ran as 
)llows:— 

“As when a Child on some long Winter's night, 

Affrighted, clinging to its Grandam’s knees, 

With eager wond’ring and perturb’d delight 
Listens dark tales of fearful strange decrees 
Mutter’d to Wretch by necromantic spell 
Of Warlock Hags, that, at the ’witching time 
Of murky Midnight, ride the air sublime, 

Or mingle foul embrace with Fiends of Hell— 

Cold Horror drinks its blood ! Anon the tear 
More gentle starts, to hear the Beldam tell 
Of pretty Babes, that lov’d each other dear— 

Murder’d by cruel Uncle’s mandate fell: 

E’en such the shiv’ring joys thy tones impart;— 

E’en so thou, SIDDONS! meltest my sad heart! ” 


With the leaders of the new poetic movement, the new 
Dmance literature, burgeoning all around during her prime, 
Irs. Siddons had, except with Scott, no dealings. Probably, 
tie met Byron (whose mother, when Miss Gordon, had shrieked 
nd fainted, in Edinburgh Theatre, at her cry of ‘ Oh my Biron! 
ly Biron ! ’ as Southerne’s Isabella) and, if she did, the occasions 
tiould have been memorable to those who never, elsewhere, 
Duld expect to see two faces so godlike together in one room, 
'he man for whom imaginative contemporaries were uniformly 
nthusiastic was himself enthusiastic as to Mrs. Siddons’s genius. 
>yron said that, of actors, Cooke was the most natural, Kemble 
tie most supernatural, Kean the medium between the two, but 
tiat Mrs. Siddons was worth them all put together. In the 
ay of Miss O’Neill, he consistently refused to see her, ‘having 
lade, and kept a determination to see nothing which should 
isturb or divide ’ his ‘ recollection of Siddons.’ These were no 
hallow compliments for even Mrs. Siddons to elicit from the 
iant personality Byron remains, in spite of the flippancy, the 
leannesses, the lack of self-respect 

Mrs. Siddons knew Byron’s loyal friend, Moore, the smallest 
•entleman then visible in society. Little in mind, but brilliant 
1 imagination, and ‘ as good a creature ’ (in Miss Berry’s phrase 
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for him) ‘ as ever lived/ ‘ Anacreon ’ Moore sang his own fervent 
songs (in the very fashionable drawing-rooms he frequented) 
as if every voluptuous word were applicable to the women 
around, him. Mrs. Siddons, for one, loved to listen, whenever 
he sat down to the piano, playing, softly, an almost nominal 
accompaniment, and her quick sensibility never denied him his 
ardently desired tribute of tears. She was, as might be expected 
responsive to all emotional music. James Beattie tells how 
when he played f She rose and let me in ’ to her on his ’cello, 
she said, “ Go on, and you will soon have your revenge,” meaning 
he would draw as many tears from her as she had drawn from 
him. Inclcdon, preposterous braggart that he was, talked—-in a 
coach—in 18 n, of her appreciation of his own singing, as follows:— 

“ Ah 1 Sally’s a fine creature. She has a charming place on 
the Edgeware Road. I dined with her last year, and she paid 
me one of the finest compliments I ever received. I sang 
* The Storm ’ after dinner. She cried and sobbed like a child. 5 
Taking both of my hands, she said, ‘ All that I and my brother [ 
ever did is nothing compared with the effect you produce! ’ ” \ 

Miss Scott-Gardner communicates to me an account of her j 

mother, when a child of seven, in 1817, having been heard ? 
singing to her doll, in a married servant’s garden, at Peckham, 
by a lady and gentleman, the former of whom said, over the 
gate, that she would give her a shilling to sing again. The 
child replied she would sing without the shilling, and did so. 

The lady and gentleman, who were Mrs. Siddons and Kemble, 
were so much enchanted with the sweetness and flexibility of 
her voice that they offered to bring her up for the stage. This 
was not permitted, but, instead, Mrs. Siddons taught her to 
sing. Hers were the only singing lessons she ever received, yet 
her voice became so good that, in later life, she often went from 
one friend’s to another’s, to sing a song at each house, and, in 
1896, lying on her side, a fortnight before her death, she sang 
‘ Molly Bawn/ with all its trills and turns, in perfect tune. Her j 

family always understood that ‘ Mrs. Siddons was not particularly j 

musical, but what she taught was her own perfect elocution and J 
voice production.’ 

A trait, contributed by Moore, shows our lady under another 
aspect. On June 2nd, 1819, he writes— 

“ Dined at Horace Twiss’s, in Chancery Lane: an odd 
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inner, in a borrowed room, with champagne, pewter spoons, 
id old Lady Cork. . . . Went up to coffee, and found Mrs. 
iddons, who was cold and queen-like to me. From thence, 
Dout twelve, to an assembly at Mrs. Phillips’s, where I saw 
[rs. Siddons again. Discovered the reason of her coldness: 
had not gone to a party she had invited me to; and, by a 
istake, she did not hear of a visit I had paid her a day or two 
’ter. All right again! ” 

From this and various other records, it is agreeably observable 
.at, at over sixty, the doyenne of drama was not above going 
ter where others had dined. 

Mrs. Siddons’s name occurs in the bead-roll of celebrities 
tio assisted at Rogers’s breakfasts, those elect meals—delight- 
1 enough to overcome the almost universal dislike to that 
ode of hospitality—where all the pillars of literature were to 
: met, and none of the caterpillars. Mrs. Mair speaks of 
>ening a packet of letters from Rogers to her grandmother, 
id being struck by the frivolity of his interests. In only one 
)te did he hint at any higher taste, when, speaking of an 
ening he was to spend at her house, he added, “May we 
.tter ourselves that we shall have Lear ? ” 

Scott, the English writer who, alone, shared with Byron in 
mething like a European reputation, was, we have repeatedly 
en, the friendliest friend to Mrs. Siddons, and her frequent 
1st at Ashestiel, and, later, at Abbotsford. ‘ The glory of the 
)rder ’ had a limitless admiration for the subject of this book, 
d when, in Anne of Geierstein , at the supreme hour of 
argaret of Anjou’s fate, at Aix, Scott confessed that the 
pression and bearing of the exiled queen could only be 
agined by those ‘ who have had the advantage of having seen 
r inimitable Siddons,’ he paid her as honouring a compliment 
Reynolds paid when he inscribed his name on the hem of her 
rment. 

There was much in Mrs. Siddons’s personality calculated to 
idle peculiar enthusiasm inside the conical head of Sir Walter, 
ley were, in a way, kindred geniuses. The foundation of 
ellence in all 'arts, good sense, was a prime characteristic 
the actress’s. It was the substratum of the man whe said 
would “ ‘ rather be a kitten, and cry, Mew! ’ than write the 
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best poetry in the world on conditions of laying aside common f 
sense in the ordinary transactions and business of the world.” | 
Both Mrs. Siddons and Scott demonstrated by their lives that 1 
a person-—whether man or woman—may carry genius to its ? 
height without attempting to be loosed from any sacred and \ 
social bond. I 

Whatever maybe alleged as to Mrs. Siddons’s withdrawnness f 
and conversational stiffness, the fact that she was cherished, | 
as she was, by a class of society with whom high profes- jj 

sional capacity has rarely, if ever, been counted a justifica- ! 

tion for lack of urbanity proves that she cannot have lacked ‘ les 3 
manicrcs nobles et aisfes'. She may have been, and, probably, 1 

was, ambitious of splendid acquaintance, but, if so, the inclina- f 

tion was mutual. 

f 

That, as a consequence of her calling and pre-eminence t 
therein, she expected social attention, and was apt to sulk, if, by [ 

accident, it was denied her, is clear, but that she was, to any I 

abnormal extent, greedy for admiration, cannot, reasonably, be i 
affirmed. Though it is hard not to fancy that she took f 
precedence somewhere between a royal and an ordinary J 
duchess, we find it stated that, in the society of the great, she 
always pleased by ‘ knowing her place.’ A story which proves 
that, even at fifty-nine, she must have possessed, off the stage, 
some palpable quantum of power to captivate a susceptible 
imagination is told by Mrs. Opie, who writes, on July ist, 1814, 
from 11 Orchard Street, to her father— 

“ The baron, William dc Humboldt, was forced to attend 
Lord Castlcragh in a conference of nine hours yesterday; 
therefore he wrote me an elegant note of excuse, for not going 
to see Mrs. Siddons with me ... we walked over to tell 
Mrs. Siddons this, and she was somewhat mortified; but 
recovered herself and was most delightful. We staid two 
hours and more, and we none of us knew how late it was. She 
said she had passed a most happy two hours, and had no 
regrets, M[argarct—a girl staying with Mrs. Opie] came home I 
raving all the way, saying she was the most beautiful, delightful, | 
aud, I believe, even the youngest woman she ever saw; and she f 

has put up in paper, the bud of a rose she gave her, to keep 
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MRS. SIDDONS’S RETIREMENT AND PUBLIC 
READINGS 

" T is not to be supposed that Mrs. Siddons was so much 
more fortunate than other artists as to escape the criticism 
that imputes decay of power in postmeridian days. As early 
1799, when she was only forty-four, Mrs. Trench (then Mrs. 
:. George) thought her creativeness declining. “ I think,” she 
rote, “ Mrs. Siddons is less various than formerly, and is so 
;rpetually in paroxysms of agony that she wears out their 
feet. She does not reserve her great guns ... for critical 
:uations, but fires them off as minute guns, without any 
scrimination.” In the same year, we find, in a pamphlet 
tire, My Own Pizarro, the somewhat corroborative line,— 

“And pond’rous Siddons dragg’d the tragic chain,” 

ough on such a line, as evidence of declining originality, little 
■ess need be laid; the less, since one of Mrs. Siddons’s 
umphs (in Pizarro itself) in a new vein, occurred in this 
y year. 

There never, perhaps, was another great woman player, who, 
:er a long reign, contemplated, and effected, abdication on so 
v suggestions from press or public. A letter 1 from Lawrence 
Farington makes it clear that Lawrence believed the season 
309-10) of the O.P. riots to have been previously decided on 
her last. Six seasons earlier, when, in 1803, Kemble had 
wed house from Drury Lane to Covent Garden, Boaden says 
it Mrs. Siddons, after a f struggle of thirty years,’ might well 
ve thought of retirement, had not devotion to her brother 
luced her to give him her still important support in his 

1 Sir Thomas Lawrence's Letter-Bag) 64. 
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venture. In proof, her first biographer quotes, as follows, from 
a letter, written by her, in August, 1803 :— 

“. . . Content is all I wish. But I must again enter into 
the bustle of the world. For though fame and fortune have 
given me all I wish, while my perseverance and exertions may 
be useful to others, I do not think myself at liberty to give 
myself up to my own selfish gratifications . . . nothing but my 
brother could have induced me to appear again in public [her 
daughter, Sally, had died in the preceding March] but his 
interest and honour must always be most dear to me.” 

Not till 1810, when Mrs. Siddons is fifty-five, does any 
remark come from sworn admirers as to lessening ability for 
her profession. On March 18th of that year, Scott writes to 
Joanna Baillie, from Edinburgh, “Siddons’ . . . mother is here 
just now. I was quite shocked to see her, for the two last years 
have made a dreadful inroad both on voice and person; she has, 
however, a very bad cold.” Less than a year before, the voice, 
here, perhaps, only temporarily behind a cloud, had been 
enthusiastically described by Lamb’s friend, Robert Lloyd, in a 
letter, from London, to his wife, in Birmingham, as filling ‘the 
immense expanse’ of the Opera House, 1 where the burnt-out 
Covent Garden company was then playing. Another two 
years after 1810, and Crabb Robinson reported on Mrs. Siddons 
as Mrs. Beverley, “ Her voice appeared to have lost its brilliancy 
(like a beautiful face through a veil); in other respects, however, 
her acting is as good as ever.” 

This last is the main point, and, here, most trustworthy 
observers were at one. In all that truly constitutes the 
great actress, Mrs. Siddons could never become antiquated. 
Washington Irving saw her in 1805, and said— 

“ I hardly breathe while she is on the stage. She works up 
my feelings till I am like a mere child. And yet this woman is 
old, and has lost all elegance of figure. Think, then, what must 
be her powers, that she can delight and astonish even in the 
characters of Calista and Belvidera ! ” 

Irving was a stranger and newcomer, but, as a matter of fact, 
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h years, her portly person had become so corpulent, and— 
igh, in this, ahead of her years—so infirm, that, during her 
season, when, as Isabella, in Measure for Measure , she knelt 
he Duke, she could not get up without help, to mask the 
;ssity for which, Mrs. Powell, who played Mariana, was, 
est tells us, also assisted in rising. Mrs. Siddons’s increasing 
ly bulk had a great deal to do with a retirement that must 
2 surprised those, who, to be consistent, should have expected 
to continue to appear for the several further seasons during 
ch she might reasonably have hoped to make money. 

On Sunday, June 14th, 1812, Miss Berry—we learn from her 
jrnal ’—was at an evening gathering chez Miss Johnstone 
srwards Duchess of Cannizzaro) at which Mrs. Siddons 
sated to her, in a corner, alone, the verses she was intending 
ecite at her Farewell, the date of which had been announced 
jrtnight earlier. “They are by her nephew Twiss,” added 
s Berry, “ and I thought them in good taste.” Many weeks 
)re this, the verses had been written, proffered, and weighed, 
is shown by the following letter from Mrs. Siddons, which 
r author’s grandson, Mr. Horace Twiss, allows me to print:— 

“Westbourne Farm, 
March 2 lsi, 1812 

“ My DEAR Horace, —In the Address you have sent me, you 
e entered into my feelings of fitness and propriety completely 
i have overcome all the difficulties which opposed you in the 
struction of it, with much and veiy graceful adroitness; in 
rt, to my entire Satisfaction. Nevertheless, as this will be a 
position much commented on, receive with my sincere 
nks, my earnest entreaty that you will consult those who are 
sr and less partial critics. Your honour being the only 
icitude, I feel upon the subject.—Ever, My dear Horace, 
ur affte. Aunt S. Siddons.” 

Mrs. Siddons’s eleven ‘last performances’ (June 8th—29th) 
ned an epitome of her creative work. During 1811-12, she 
1 acted in all, fifty-seven times, and in fourteen characters, 
r last representations seemed to the audiences a withdrawal 
:he characters themselves, each by each, from personification. 
Throughout the final season, there was a notice in the 
vent Garden playbills, “ N.B. No orders can be admitted 
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on the nights of Mrs. Siddonss performance.” More flatter 
more social attention, and, consequently, more worldly happine 
Mrs. Siddons had never tasted than during' these culminatir 
months and weeks, and her spirits might have been kept in 
simmer of delicious delirium, had it not been for the somb 
thought of the meaning of retirement. To Mrs. Piozzi, wi 
whom she always went below the surface, she confided that si 
felt ‘as if she were mounting the first step of a ladder conduc 
ing her to the other world.’ It is harder to retire from tl 
stage than from any other profession. In the case of playe 
no picture, poem, statue, or symphony is to survive as demo 
strably their work. 

** Keel tlr (nulitiun is (heir memory’s guard.” 

On Mrs. Siddons’s Farewell Night (which was also our ox 
Benefit), each box ticket 1 bore a red seal, with the word ‘Farewe 

The. great genius of Tragedy rightly crowned her life’s wo 
by selecting the tremendous wife of Macbeth as the characl 
in which to make her ultimate impression. In Lady Macbe 
her art had reached its acme. To an almost miraculous exte 
she infused into the earlier scenes an atmosphere of myste 
vastness; a sense of fate, or retribution, hanging over j 
waiting its time. As for her acting in the supreme scenes, af 
the murder of Duncan, that was, (exclaimed I la/.litt—apt, alwa; 
to be dithyrambic concerning Mrs. Siddons-—“something abc 
nature. Power was seated on her brow, passion emanated fre 
her breast as from a shrine.” 

On this 2yth of June, 1812, after what Leigh Hunt term 
‘ the bewildered melancholy ’ of Mrs. Siddons’s sleep-walki 
—-an overwhelming majority of the audience insisted on 1 
curtain falling 011 this, as the concluding incident of the pi 
though a minority, Geuest states, complained later, that, 
such summary procedure, the play had been truncated, a 
they themselves docked of their money’s worth. When 1 
scene closed, Mrs. Siddons was divested of Lady Macbet 
apparel, and then, after an expectant twenty minutes’ inten 
the curtain went up, to discover her, in white, seated at a tat 

1 One of these—“ Mrs. Siddons'fl Benefit, No. 176 Box ”—is preserved in 
Shakespeare Memorial Gallery, Stratford-upon-Avon. 
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She rose, and came forward, but, for some minutes, was prevented 
from utterance by the audience’s acclamations. At last, she 
was able to speak Horace Twiss’s Address. Thus runs its 
final verse:— 

“Judges and Friends ! to whom the magic strain 
Of Nature’s feeling never spoke in vain, 

Perhaps your hearts, when years have glided by, 

And past emotions wake a fleeting sigh, 

May think on her whose lips have pour’d so long 
The charmed sorrows of your Shakespeare’s song:— 

On her, who, parting to return no more. 

Is now the mourner she but seem’d before, 

Herself subdued, resigns the melting spell. 

And breathes, with swelling heart, her long, her last Farewell!” 

As she delivered these personal lines, to her so poignant, 
the woman’s anguish of departure overflowed the"! actress’s. 
Kemble—her Macbeth in the play just over—led her, weeping, 
away. The elan de ccenr lifted, in one wave, the public and its 
friend of thirty years, who had played with Garrick and with 
Macready, and detonating cheers, expressing the whole-hearted 
admiration of the house, from the peers to the porters, followed 
her off the stage. All lamented that, while still in possession 
of so much visible energy, she, ‘ the stateliest ornament of the 
public mind,’ should have felt herself summoned to part from 
them. In their estimation, she took with her not only her 
superlative reputation as an artist, but the lustre of a lifetime’s 
rectitude. “ I never can help carryin ontil the stage my know- 
lege o’ an actor’s preevat character,” says the Shepherd of 
Nodes Ambrosiance , and there can be no doubt that the 
cognizance of Mrs. Siddons’s honest life had, throughout her 
career, added, for the onlooker, a deeper charm to her em¬ 
bodiment of such parts as Desdemona and Imogen. A 
thousand claims to reverence closed in her as mother, wife, and 
Queen of drama. Exit Mrs. Siddons. 

There is no evidence to prove that this great player was, 
for an artist and an actress, to any abnormal extent avid of 
praise. “ The applause that is the palm of Art is necessarily 
sweet to my sense,” she wrote, in 1793, to John Taylor, and 
so much was reasonable. I confess I am sufficiently in love 
with my subject to believe her to have been guiltless, in a high 
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and rare degree, of the pettier human depravities. Hazlitt 
spoke of an ‘elevation and magnitude of thought’ of which 
her noble form seemed the natural mould and receptacle, and 
one is convinced that she who knew the heart of human nature, 

* Our sad moods, ami the still eve’s crimson glow ’ 

was not devoured by a petrifying and murderous vanity. 

Professional jealousy is an inevitable element in the player’s 
lot, and not even a Siddons, supremely though she towered 
above contemporaries, was so faultless as never to feel anxiety 
concerning the maintenance of her pre-eminence. She had 
an extraordinary—and well-founded—belief in herself, and 
scant humour. When people impugned her, she spoke of the 
“ malignant treachery ” her “ enemies could devise,” and attri¬ 
buted their attacks to “hell-born malice.” “My victorious 
faith,” she went on, “ upholds me.” 

Her literalness was, in all probability, the real reason why, 
in her own day, she was by some persons considered ultra-vain. 
To meet flattery, she had no disclaiming phrases. Aware of 
her genius, she referred to it, as a philosopher might have done, 
impartially—as a natural phenomenon. ‘ Sir [——]’ told Lady 
Charlotte Campbell he was present when, a lady having taken 
her little girl to her house that, in after years, she might boast 
she had seen Mrs. Siddons, the latter took the child’s hand 
and, in a slow and solemn tone, said : “ Ah, my dear, you may 
well look at me, for you will never see my like again.” 

It has been assumed, from a remark she made to Rogers 
that Mrs. Siddons felt ‘an envy to’ her brother because his 
taking leave of the stage eclipsed hers. This was a momentary 
weakness. If she had an absurdity of disposition, it was family 
self-satisfaction, exaggerated pride in the Kemble gens. Ir 
relation to John, she spoke of herself as ‘one whose affection 
is unlimited, and to whom he is as dear as brother can be tc 
a sister.’ After the Covent Garden fire, she thus eulogized 
him, to Mrs. Fitzhugh, in a letter in the Alfred Morrison 
Collection:— 

“. . . you would participate the joy I feel in beholding this 
ador’d brother stemming the torrent of adversity with a manly 
fortitude, serenity, and even hope, that almost bursts my heart 
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with an admiration too big to bear, and blinds me with the 
most delicious tears. ... Oh! he is a glorious creature; did 
not I always tell you so? Yes, yes; and all will go well with 
him again. He bears it like an angel too.” 

Seven months after Mrs. Siddons’s official retirement, she 
gave a Reading, in aid of the widow and orphans of Andrew 
Cherry, the dramatist and actor, and this resuscitation of 
function preluded many further Readings of which old 
newspapers garner the announcements. Kemble told Boaden 
his sister’s means were insufficient to maintain her in complete 
comfort without some additional money-making, but no doubt, 
her major inducement was the passion for interesting an 
audience. Acting was the love of her life. 

The apparatus at the Readings was simple. Mrs. Siddons 
stood, and, on other occasions, sat to read, in front of a large 
red screen. Behind it, a light was placed, with the result that 
“ as the head moved, a bright circular irradiation ” enhaloed its 
outline. On a lecturn before her, was placed a copy of the 
play. A gentleman, frequently her nephew, Twiss, formally 
handed her to and from her place. 

Her utterance was as much recitation as reading, if we 
may judge from Campbell’s statement, “When her memory 
could not be entirely trusted she assisted her sight by 
spectacles, which, in the intervals, she handled and waved so 
gracefully, that you could not have wished her to have been 
without them.” She was dressed, says the same reporter, in 
white, with her hair a la grecque. At a later date, Fanny 
Kemble speaks of her wearing £ a mob-cap.’ On the platform, 
Boaden says she exactly recalled Lawrence’s full-length of her 
(there, robed in velvet) reading Milton. With the shackles of 
sixty upon her, she yet had no wrinkles. In 1814, Crabb 
Robinson wrote of her still fascinating smile. I was recently 
shown a lock of her hair, strong and grey—presumably, the 
shade it was, at this period, attaining. Never would she lose 
that roundness and graciousness of gesture, and that ready, 
descriptive aid of the wonderful hand, which, in the largest 
gathering, distinguish a once great actress from other 
women. 

Fanny Kemble says Mrs. Siddons’s readings of Macbeth 
and King John were the raandest dramatic achievement 
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imaginable with the least possible admixture of the theatrica 
element. Mr. J. IT. Leigh has lent me a calf-bound copy 0 
Othello (bought for Mrs. Siddons, by Mrs. Fitzhugh, for 'it 
good large type’) which Mrs. Siddons used, and, previously 
‘ cut ’ and pencilled, for her Readings. On the blank page 
opposite ‘ Dramatis Person a\' in large writing, to be easily reac 
the following is written, in Mrs. Sidduns’s hand 

“The Play which I am to have the honor of reading t 
you this evening Ladies and Gentlemen is the Tragedy c 
Othello. It will be considerably shortened, by the omissio 
of several exceptionable passages, and I shall rely on you 
often-experienced indulgence to excuse any defects whic 
your Taste and Judgment may discern either in the arrang 
ment or the execution of so arduous an attempt. T 1 
Characters of this Tragedy are . . 

Boaden states that Mrs. Siddons did not attempt mimici 
of men in the men’s parts. It is noticeable, in the pis 
before me, that every emphatic word is underlined, as showir 
the tendency to overaccentuate which she and her brothe 
carried so far that, with John, valueless words were accentuate 
Speaking of the too elaborate emphasis given, in model 
declamation, to insignificant words, “That was brought in 1 
them,” said cute old Mrs. Abington to Crabb Robinso 
respecting the Kembles. 

Owing to the kindness of Mrs, Fleeming Jcnkin, I am at 
to quote from the immediate notes made by Professor 
J. Bell on Mrs. Siddons’s reading of Shakespeare. I 
remarked:— 

“Reynolds’s picture of Mrs. Siddons as the tragic mu 
gives a perfect conception of the general effect of her look ai 
figure. . . . She sat on a chair raised on a small platform, ai 
the look and posture which always presents itself to me 
that with which she contemplates the figure of Hamlet’s gho 
Her eye elevated, her head a little drawn back and inclin 
upwards, her fine countenance filled with reverential awe a; 
horror, and the chilling whisper scarcely audible but horrii 
She gave . . . more fully the idea of a ghost’s presence th 
any spectral illusion on the stage.” 

Mrs. Piozzi shrewdly said that, to her, personally, M 
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Siddons’s power of amusing five hundred persons, without help 
from fellow-actors, stage, or scenery, was a stronger proof than 
anything in her previous career of the mighty actor she was. 
It is interesting to find, in the Mrs. Siddons of sixty, that great 
sign of a first-class mind—its intellectual account is never 
closed. She was as able as ever to adopt a fresh or correcting 
suggestion. Greatheed told Miss Wynn that after the publica¬ 
tion of Guy Mannei'ing, in 1815, he was struck by her new way 
of reading the Macbeth witches’ scene. Meg Merrilies had 
explained to her Shakespeare’s idea in the witches. Miss Wynn 
added:— 

“ I can hardly conceive anything finer than the expression 
which Mrs. Siddons gave to the simple reply, ‘ A deed without a 
name .’ It seemed full of all the guilty dread belonging to 
witchcraft; and it is just this idea of guilt which seems to me 
so difficult to convey to our minds, which are so engrossed with 
the folly of the whole thing that we do not recollect it was 
a sin.” 

From the Heads of Colleges in both Universities Mrs. 
Siddons received, in 1814, invitations to read to their Hite —a 
compliment never paid to Garrick. She went, both to Oxford 
and Cambridge, to give these honorary readings, accompanied 
by Cecilia, who told Patty Wilkinson, in a subsequent letter, 
what gratifying attentions had been shown, at Cambridge, to 
‘ our Darling,’ her mother. The Trial Scene, in The Merchant 
of Venice , was a selection chosen. 

Mrs. Siddons did not, in her readings, confine herself to 
Shakespeare and Milton. In 1813, in a letter to Mrs. Fitzhugh, 
she speaks of having just read, to the Royal Party, at Windsor, 
Gray’s ‘Elegy’ and Marmion. She read in many places—in 
London, in Mrs. Weddell’s well-frequented drawing-room; in 
Dublin (in 1803), at the Lying-in Hospital rooms; at Broadstairs, 
at Mrs. Forsyth’s, for the benefit of the Margate Sea-bathing 
Infirmary. Half-a-guinea was well spent for the privilege of 
listening to her potent eloquence. In a letter to Whalley, of 
November 17th, 1813, Mrs. Piozzi ‘half wished’ that ‘Louis 
Dixhuit,’ then in Bath, ‘ had heard Mrs. Siddons read Macbeth ’ 
at Whalley’s house in Queen’s Square. 

By her lifelong enthusiasm for Milton, Mrs. Siddons fulfilled 
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Wordsworth’s aspiration of linking the end of existence wit 
its commencement. Once, the moment she had finished readin 
the Fourth Book of Paradise Lost, Sir William Pcpys, who w: 
in the select audience gathered to hear her, spoke, offhand, tl 
following impromptu- — 

“Whi'ii Siddmis reads from Millon’s pa^e, 

Then .sound and sense unite; 

Her varying tones mu' hearts en^a^e, 

Willi exquisite delight : 

So well these varying tones ueeord 
With his seraphic: strain, 

We. hear, we feel, in ev’ry word 
11 is Angels speak again.” 

Sir George Smart, the musician, had a story of his meetii 
Mrs. Siddons at the Countess of Charleville’s, when she to 
him how difficult she had found it to read Paradise Lt 
properly, though she had been trying, all her life, to do < 
“ Indeed,” she added, “ I never go without the book in n 
pocket.” Sir George, taking this for ' a bounce,’ asked : “Ha 
you it now?” and was rebuked by her producing— after slou 
searching in her large foeket - a small edition of the divi 
poem. Perhaps, she instituted her habit of carrying a pocl 
Milton, after the date when, reading the work at the lodgin 
of the Rector of Kxetcr College, no Milton, and, equally, 
Shakespeare, was forthcoming in the whole of Dr. Thou 
Stinton’s library. 

Her dealing with Paradise Lost did not only consist 
reading from it. In 1822, John Murray published a ‘ Selectic 
sometimes entitled An Abridgement of J 1 aradise Lost, by M 
Siddons; and, on the title-page of other copies, The Story 
our First Parents, Selected from Mil toils Paradise Lost: For 
Use of Young Persons, By Mrs. Siddons. 

A committee was formed for the purpose of persuadi 
Mrs. Siddons to return to the stage; but she had, says Gen< 
the good sense to refuse. lie gives the list of her (ninetei 
stage appearances after her retirement. She was, of coui 
frequently importuned to act for this person or that chari 
That she appeared on the stage too late in life, when she l 
become unwieldy and masculine-looking, is a lamentable f< 
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Macready, who saw her 1817 Lady Macbeth, went so far as 
to affirm that there was ‘no flash, no sign of her pristine, all- 
subduing genius.’ In the sleep-walking scene, Miss Wynn, 
even as early as 1813, missed ‘the fine, fixed, glassy stare’ of 
yore. She did not know whether ‘ the diminution of the natural 
fire of the eye’ was the cause, or whether ‘the muscles were 
grown less flexible,’ but of the fact she felt certain. In an 1816 
‘ Examiner,’ Hazlitt was caustic as to Mrs. Siddons’s reappear¬ 
ance in reponse to Princess Charlotte’s wish that she and Prince 
Leopold could see her play. “ She always spoke as slow as she 
ought: she now speaks slower than she did,” he remarked. 
And, after all, her exertion can scarcely have interested Prince 
Leopold, for he never looked up from the book with which he 
followed the play, though Her Royal Highness kept jogging his 
elbow, and tapping him with her fan. 

Mrs. Siddons’s nearest friends bewailed her reappearances. 
Scott, in 1812, had wished a ‘long twilight’ might be averted. 
Mrs. Piozzi wrote, from Bath, on December 13th, 1815, to 
Whalley, in Brussels, “. . . are you not sorry our dear Mrs. 
Siddons had to act again for her son’s distressed family? It 
is really a great pity, and when a young successor has posses¬ 
sion of the public favour!—that fine Miss O’Neill. Oh, how 
the news did vex me! ” Two years later, George Siddons 
wrote, from Sumatra, to Horace Twiss—in a letter placed at 
my disposal by the present Mr. Horace Twiss—“ I am quite 
vexed to see that my Mother continues to perform occasionally, 
and heartily wish that those who value her health—shall I 
say her character—would prevail on her to give it up entirely 
and for ever.” 

Yet, still, play-goers retained a venerating enthusiasm for the 
dowager-queen, and when, the last time she ever acted, the 
moment her young Norval had pronounced the line, 

‘As thou excellest all of womankind/ 

the house gave three rounds of applause, not to Lady 
Randolph, but to Mrs. Siddons in proprid persond. Fanny 
Kemble describes how, early in the afternoon of this same 
day (June 9th, 1819), her father took her into Co vent Garden 
to see the dense crowd waiting for the doors to open, and 
18 




how, a few hours later, inside the theatre, she heard ‘the 
tremendous roar of public greeting that welcomed ’ the entrance 
of ‘ a solemn female figure in black ’—her aunt. 

That Mrs. Siddons, after 1S12, should have painfully 
missed the perpetual excitement of public exhibition, who 
can wonder? For everything, including one’s past, one pays. 
After her retirement—she called her otium cum dignitate , ‘ her 
alter’d life,’—she but rarely attended, as a visitor, the spot 

‘Where the spirit its highest life had led.’ 

The fire of temperament does not die out, even after the 
period of the yellow leaf has set in. When, in these flat 
and mediocre years, Rogers was 'sitting with her of an 
afternoon,’ Mrs. Siddons would say to him, “ Oh, dear! this 
is the time I used to be thinking of going to the theatre; 
first came the pleasure of dressing for my part, and then the 
pleasure of acting it; but that is all over now.” She could 
have sympathised with Bllicher, who said, to Miss Croft, in 
Lawrence’s studio, “ Cost settlement le repos qui me fatigue .” 
Under date, June 6th, 1828, Tom Moore’s Diary contains 
the following entry:— 

“Dined at Rogers’s. ... An addition to our party in the 
evening, among whom was Mrs. Siddons; had a good deal 
of conversation with her, and was, for the first time in my 
life, interested by her off the stage. . . . Among other reasons 
for her regret at leaving the stage was, that she always found 
in it a vent for her private sorrows, which enabled her to bear 
them better; and often she has got credit for the truth and 
feeling of her acting when she was doing nothing more than 
relieving her own heart of its grief. This, I have no doubt, 
is true, and there is something particularly touching in it.” 

This was, as we have seen, Mrs. Siddons’s lifelong senti¬ 
ment. She had always disburdened into her parts some of 
the heaviness of her personal cares. A sad letter, of 1815, 
written by her to Mrs. Fitzhugh—the letter of an artist shorn 
of the practice of her art—told much the same tale. She 
wrote— 

“ I don’t know why, unless that I am older and feebler, 
or that I am now without a profession, which forced me out 
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myself in my former afflictions, but the loss of my poor 
ir Harry seems to have laid a heavier hand upon my 
nd than any I have sustained. I drive out to recover my 
ce and my spirits, and am better while abroad; but I 
ne home and lose them both in an hour. I cannot read 
do anything else but puddle with my clay. I have began 
iull-length figure of Cecilia; and this is a resource which 
tunately never fails me. ... I have little to complain of, 
cept a low voice and lower spirits.” 






XIX 


LAST YJWARS AND SURROUNDINGS 

M RS. SIDDONS, as has been seen, continued to reside 
at Westbourne Farm for five years after retirement, 
growing her favourite pansies in the garden borders, 
and taking walks with Fatty Wilkinson on what Campbell 
denominates ‘ the shores ’ of the comparatively recently opened 
Paddington Canal. There, he describes how, one day, he met 
them, when himself dewy-faced from exercise, carrying his 
great-coat, and in no fettle for unexpectedly encountering 
‘the Queen/ though on his way, all the same, to call on her. 

Although Westbourne Farm contained, said Mrs. Siddons, 
more accommodation than its appearance indicated, 27 Upper 
Baker Street, the lease of which she took, in 1817, must have 
been more commodious, especially after her addition to it of 
the indispensable studio. The drawing-room, with its tall sash 
windows, and railed parapet, giving on the ‘ small green/ or 
garden, was of handsome dimensions. No. 27 was the first 
house on the east side, and, thanks to the Prince Regent’s 
intervention, its end windows, looking north, were permitted 
an unobstructed ‘ country view/ into the Regent’s Park, to 
obtain which privilege for the honoured actress, Nash had to 
abbreviate Cornwall Terrace, then being built. 

We know little of how Mrs. Siddons’s successive homes 
were furnished. The early nineteenth century was an age of 
pier-glasses and 'pendulesj of glazed lemon-coloured curtains 
with dark chintz borders, and of whatever else Carlton House 
taste judged genteel. It surprises one to read that the Baker 
Street house was so out-of-date, or so individual, as to be 
wainscoted with dark oak. In Changing London. Marylebone 
(1906), Mr. J. Geo. Head, F.S.I., states that the drawing-room 
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had a curious fireplace with imposing terra-cotta columns on 
ach side, masking chimney flues. Writing six years earlier, 
Mr. George Clinch, in his Marylebone and St. Pancras, was 
ble to state, from personal observation, “ On the staircase is 
small side window of painted glass, containing medallion 
portraits of Shakspere, Milton, Spenser, Cowley, and Dryden. 
This is chiefly interesting from the fact that it is the work of 
Mrs. Siddons, who designed it and put it up.” 

Since Mrs. Siddons’s death in 1831, 27 Upper Baker 
Street has been inhabited by Mr. Justice Grove, and, previously, 
the story goes, by a fair lady admired by one of the exiled 
French princes. Its final tenants were Mme. Guy d’Hardelot 
and her husband. In 1902, the house was pulled down by 
the Metropolitan Railway Co., to make room for their electric 
railway. The L.C.C. tablet on the front, which, since 1876, 
had marked it as Mrs. Siddons’s, was replaced on the new 
building, 1 in 1905, accompanied by a supplementary roundel, 
recording its refixing and the re-erection of the premises. 

The oddly variegated tradition of the house is heightened 
by a story, communicated to me by a great-granddaughter of 
Mrs. Siddons, of how one of the later tenants, who had 
previously been ‘ advised ’ by the estate agent that Mrs. Siddons 
walked ’ in it, saw “ four times in broad daylight, the lower 
part of a woman’s figure going upstairs. The first time he 
ihought it was his wife and called out to her, but getting no 
mswer he went to the next landing and saw no one. The black 
skirt was so real that he was able to count the flounces. His 
nother-in-law had also seen it once. The staircase was a very 
spiral one and it would be quite possible to see a part of a 
igure without seeing the whole.” 

Not wealthy, but possessed of ‘an elegant sufficiency,’ 
Mrs. Siddons, with a spacious drawing-room, and dining-room 
Deneath it, was able to give large evening parties. There was 
10 difficulty as to how to amuse people—she read Shakespearean 
scenes to them, and they enjoyed the unique impression of 
learing each part, equally, rendered by a great actor. On one 
)f these occasions, Maria Edgeworth was present, and so carried 
tway by the verisimilitude of her hostess’s Queen Katharine 

1 Offices of the Railway, partly over shops. 
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that, in common, apparently, with the rest of the guests, she 
forgot to applaud. “The illusion,” she added, “was perfect till 
it was interrupted by a hint from hen* daughter or niece, I forget 
which, that Mrs. Siddons would be encouraged by having some 
demonstration given of our feelings/’ Haydon, in his Auto¬ 
biography, describes a soirtfe at Mrs. Siddons’s, in 1821, at which 
Sir Thomas Lawrence—too hastily haled from the refreshment 
table to return to the reading—was to be heard, for some length 
of time, guiltily endeavouring to finish eating a piece of toast 
without any sound of crunching. This is the sole mention I 
have come upon of Lawrence being in Mrs. Siddons’s house 
after the death of Sally, llazlitt—to illustrate the ‘ valet-de- 
chambrc ’ aphorism — tells that he heard a guest’s footman, 
waiting in the hall downstairs, say to another footman, “ What, 

I find the old lady is making as much noise as ever!” 

There were other, more hilarious, festivals at No. 27, when 
“about thirty of her young relatives, children, grandchildren, 
nephews, and nieces were assembled "—the words are from a 
pamphlet by Mrs. Jameson. At one such family gathering, 
which took place only a short time before her death, old 
Mrs. Siddons sat in her chair, looking on, “ with great and 
evident pleasure,” while the shrill-tongued juveniles danced, in 
the dining-room, and made merry. Mrs. Mair, in Recollections 
of the Past , recalls some of the dancers. Fanny Kemble, then 
at the commencement of her stage career, was there, dancing 
away, “ glowing with life and joyfulness.” Young John and 
Henry (Charles’s sons) were there, and the younger sister, 
Adelaide, and Charles himself, “ and his brilliant wife, with 
her sparkling eyes and voice like a silver trumpet.” There, 
also, was Horace Twiss, cutting bad jokes, and, apparently, 
in tearing spirits, though just dispossessed of a good appoint¬ 
ment, owing to the unexpected downfall of the Tories. There 
was the well-beloved Mrs. Henry Siddons, with her four 
fatherless children. The rest of the party was made up of 
friends, old and new, “ all joining in respect and admiration 
for her who had assembled them around her.” If not on 
this evening, certainly on others, the assemblage would have 
been augmented by some of the six children of Anglo-Indian 
George Siddons, who, by the way, grumbles, in his letters from 




LAST YEARS AND SURROUNDINGS 


2 79 


Calcutta, at the infrequent news he receives from headquarters 
as to their welfare. In 1818, he tells Horace Twiss, . . My 
dear mother writes to me much more frequently than I could 
have expected, considering the pain it gives her to sit long 
over pen and ink; but Cecy is lazy, and even good Patty 
Wilkinson has not been on the alert lately.” Again, in 1819, 
“Many months have elapsed since I heard either from my 
mother, from Cecilia, or from Patty Wilkinson. It is almost 
as long since we heard from Mr. or Mrs. Fombelle. We 
should have been in profound ignorance of all relating to our 
children, but for the kindness of friends not connected with 
us by any tie.” 

Home life does not consist of a perpetual ‘At Home,’ and 
it was inevitable that Mrs. Siddons should find her unemployed 
evenings long and empty. As she sat, chewing the cud of 
bitter fancy, her nature was still thirsting for the stage illusion, 
the dress, the scenery, the conventional surroundings, amid 
which, alone—thanks to her Olympian sanity—her exuberant 
emotionalism had been used to. find vent. People report that 
she resented the encroachments of physical infirmity, and found 
old age hard to accept. Poor woman !— 

“ Qiii n’a pas P esprit tie son &ge, 

De son &ge a tout le malheur .” 

Then, also, came the departure of contemporaries. Not 
counting that of Kemble, it is said she felt the going of 
Mrs. Piozzi, in 1821, and of Mrs. Darner, in 1828, the most 
severely. In the latter year, at Rogers’s, she talked to Moore 
of the loss of friends, and mentioned herself as having lost 
twenty-six friends during the previous six years. For her, 
unmistakably, the current was setting towards the shore of 
death. Yet, the sadness of her last years, so violently 
emphasised in Record of a Girlhood , was, probably, no greater 
than the sadness of the old age of every one but the philan¬ 
thropist. Except her modelling, Mrs. Siddons lacked inter¬ 
esting resources apart from theatre and family. “/ am no 
antiquarian,” she announced, aridly, to Lady Harcourt, when 
expressing her boredom at Kirkstall Abbey. We hear little 
of her preferences in matters of taste. 
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She was not a much-travelled lady. The Oxford-bred 
King of Poland wanted her, in 1791, to give him some 
readings in Warsaw, hut she remained unpersuaded. That 
she appreciated the advantage of speaking ‘ the French,’ of 
which she herself knew next' to nothing, is shown by her 
taking her children to Calais to school. In 1790, after 
dropping them there, at the end of their summer holidays 
she herself, accompanied by Miss Wynne (afterwards Lady 
Percival, and Cecilia's godmother) anti Dr. Wynne, made a 
tonr in the Netherlands. Michael Kelly, in his ‘Reminis¬ 
cences,’ narrating his travels in 1790, writes— 

. at St. Omer, at the hotel where we dined, the land¬ 
lady told us that Madame la grande actriee Anglaise Siddons 
had just dined, and quilted the house not more than a quarter 
of an hour before onr arrival. I asked the landlady what she 
thought of Mrs. Siddons ? • She said, ‘ she thought her a fine 
woman, and thought she made it her study to appear like a 
Frenchwoman; but,' added the landlady, ‘she has yet much 
to learn before she arrives at the dignity and grace of one,’ 
After this speech I could find nothing palatable in her 
house.” 

Two summers after Mrs. Siddons retired, she relieved the 
Ue.dium vitte by a two months’ visit to Paris. Cecilia went 
with her, and Mrs. Jameson, the John Kembles, and Mrs. 
Twiss were either in the party, or in Paris at the same time. 
It was the Elba interlude, and Paris teemed with English 
people. Campbell was one, and his biography of Mrs. Siddons 
contains few better episodes than its account of how he 
escorted her through the Louvre galleries. There, the grand 
object was Apollo Belvedere. I11 front of that, after standing 
for a time in silent admiration, Mrs. Siddons turned to the 
poet, and exclaimed, “What a great idea it gives us of God, 
to think that he has made a human being capable of fashion¬ 
ing so divine a form!” It is worth noting that not only 
Campbell, but Crabb Robinson (who, also, saw her in the 
Louvre) commented on her glorious looks. Even among 
sculptured deities, Campbell observed every one gazing at 
her, without knowing she was ‘ Mistress Siddons.’ In the 
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evening of the same day, ‘ exhausted with admiring the 
\pollo,’ and after eating a 17 fr. dinner, she went to sleep 
Lt the Opera—‘ splendidly dressed.’ 

Another day, not because she knew, one would say, but 
)ecause she did not know the value of money—in the form 
)f cab-hire—Mrs. Siddons was observed (by Kemble’s un~ 
riendly biographer, John Ambrose Williams) toiling along, 
>n foot, in heat and dust, to see Louis xvill hold a review, 
rhough she does not seem to have echoed the bishop’s wish, 
Paris en ce monde , Paradis en Vautrel she evidently did a 
,ood deal of sight-seeing. 

In an unpublished letter to a niece at Bath, dated 
Bannisters Lodge Dec. 28, 1814,’ Mrs. Siddons writes, 
:oncerning her recent trip:— 

“ With Paris and its wonders I was much delighted and 
nuch disgusted and tho glad to have been there am very 
lappy also to be at home again, I say at home meaning 
ingland— 

“ It was an expensive jaunt, but I fancy we took the 
>nly opportunity which the state of that unhappy country 
likely to afford we must however pay the tax of oeconomis- 
ig for the gratification of our curiosity.” 

When the John Kembles had been a few months settled 
near the borders of the Leman Lake,’ as Campbell puts 
, meaning at Lausanne, Mrs. Siddons and Cecilia, in July, 
:82i, paid them a visit. They found them ‘perfectly happy,’ 
urrounded by what were then termed ‘ the horrible grandeurs 
>f the Alps,’ in their villa, Beausite; as to which contented 
3 ritish Cecilia, writing to Mrs. Fitzhugh, remarks that it ‘ has 
een built by a person who has been in England, and there- 
re has some faint notions of comfort.’ Mrs. Siddons was 
dying to see Chamouny,’ but, the expedition being judged 
00 fatiguing, she saw Berne instead. She ate ‘of’ chamois, 
rossed a lake, mounted a glacier with two men cutting steps 
n the ice with a hatchet, and bore all these fatigues ‘much 
nore wonderfully than ’ the others of the party. She was 
iccupied, and happy. 

During the ’twenties, the interest felt in ‘glorious old 
iarah,’ as Wilson, in a late number of ‘Noctes,’ called her, 
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was, necessarily, in the main, retrospective. Joanna Baillie 
thus expressed it: - 

" Aiul u<i\v in crowded umm or rich saloon, 

'1*1 iy ' I.llclv |HC .rtltv irenjjni’.ed, how soon 
On tlti i’ tin* c.l.uuv of many un eye is cnsl, 

In |;t.ilrful nuttu*ry of jile.istms just.” 

Washington Irvine, met Mrs. Siddons in some one’s ‘rich 
saloon,’ soon after his Sketch Hook had been published, by 
Murray, in iSao, and was brought up to be introduced. She, 
he recorded, “ looked at him for a moment, and then, in her 
clear and deep-toned voice, slut slowly enunciated, ‘ You’ve 
made me weep.’ Nothing,” added Irving, “ could have been 
finer than such a compliment, from such a source, but the 
‘ accost ’ was so abrupt, and the manner so peculiar that never 
was modest man so put out of countenance.” Two years later, 
after the appearance of Ihacefrit/^e I fa//, he again met her, and 
a friend suggested presenting him. He declined, on the ground 
that he had been, onee for all, abashed and routed. “Come 
then with me,” said his friend, “and I will stand by you,” so 
Irving went forward, and, singularly enough, was met with, 
“You’ve made me weep again.” But he was now prepared,and 
replied with a complimentary allusion to the effect of her own 
pathos, as realised by himself. 

Mrs. Siddons’s serious integrity — all ‘ forthrights,’ no 
‘meanders’ — disconcerted strangers, and they thought her 
wooden, or forbidding, or priggish, on account of it. Simplicity 
was so essentially the atmosphere of her ideas, that it led her, 
equally, to place literal confidence in professions which by 
other people would have been received as mere politeness. 
“She said she would have the roof off Westbourne Farm 
because her landlord Mr. Cokerill [Cockerell] had said she could 
do anything she liked,” There was a naivety too, that, without 
brutality, outwitted impertinence as effectually as verbal 
cleverness could have done. Witness Sir George Smarts 
account of an episode that occurred cm July 4th, 1827, when he 
met her at Lord Darnley’s, at Cobham. During the evening, 
one of the other guests went up to her, and said, “ Madam, I 
beg your pardon for asking so rude a question, but in con¬ 
sequence of a wager allow me to ask your age.” She replied, 
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“ Seventy-eight years old.” “ Damme” said he, “ IVe lost! ” 
and abruptly went away. Mrs. Siddons immediately said, 
“ Puppy ! ” “ Very true,” observed Sir George Smart, “ but why 
did you tell him you were so old?” She replied/'Whenever 
a lady of an uncertain age, as it is termed, is asked how old she 
is, she had better add ten or more years to her age, for then the 
inquirer goes away saying, ‘ What a fine old woman! ’ ” 

Mrs. Siddons did not love brusque and incorrect references 
to her earlier triumphs. In 1813, Edgeworth met her out 
dining, and, “ Madam,” said he, “ I saw you act Millamant 
thirty-five years ago.” “ Pardon me, sir,” she said stiffly. “ Oh, 
then, it was forty years ago.” “You mistake, sir, I never acted 
the character.” Then, turning to Rogers, she said,“ I think it 
is time I should change my place,” and, with great solemnity, 
left her seat. 

Like every genius whose soul is unconquered by the world, 
she was integrally unsophisticated, and so remained, to the last. 
Campbell deplored, to the Rev. Thos. Price, that, from a 
memoir-writer’s point of view, his subject had been all'piety 
and purity,’ and had had, like the happy nation, no history. 
“ Dear good Mrs. Siddons, she was a very angel, but devils 
make better stuff for biography.” Mrs. Siddons was a prime 
example of ‘ the genius of the race for conduct,’ and it was that 
the English Philistine venerated in her. Almost as much as 
Queen Victoria, she elicited the plain man’s respect—bone of 
his bone—for a good and great woman. Not to her could be 
applied what Quintilian said of a work of Seneca’s, abundat 
dulcibus vitiis. The faults she had were not charming. Her 
nature was cramped by her lack of humour. One constantly 
realises, moreover, that she was, to a very influential extent, 
burdened by the consciousness of her profession. Respect¬ 
able and prudish in grain, she felt, like Garrick before her, an 
incessant obligation to walk circumspectly, in order to redeem 
her calling in the eyes of those the slang of the day denominated 
‘ starch people ’ — the unco guid. Campbell speaks of the 
‘ defensive dignity ’ she assumed to protect herself from the 
insolence and familiarity of patronage, and this may well have 
been the case. It was inevitable that this almost militant 
attitude should react disadvantageously on strangers. 







284 


THE INCOMPARABLE SIDDONS 


Mrs. Siddons was present at the debut of Fanny Kemble a 
Juliet, on October 5th, 1820, and cried with joy at her niece 
success. If Fanny felt any platitude for such tears, fallin 
from the eyes of one, who, for thirty years, had swayed tf 
public imagination as no other actor had ever done, si 
dissembled it in her references to her aunt in Record , 
a Girlhood. It may be said that the painful impression tho: 
references convey of 1 weariness, vacuity, and utter deadness 
spirit . . . life absolutely without savour or sweetness’ mu 
reflect general family observation. On the other hand, Mi 
Mair protested against what she called her cousin’s ‘ me 
exaggerated view,' and attributed it to her everywhere e 
pressed, rather disloyal abhorrence of the stage as a professic 
It is interesting to know that Charles Kemble fitted up a litl 
recess, or box, opposite the prompter’s, expressly for M 
Siddons, whenever she could come to see his daughter pk 
“She came to it several times, hut the draughts in crossing t 
stage were bad.” 

In Record of a Girlhood, the first mention of Mrs. Siddc 
is the happiest. It commemorates one of Fanny’s carli< 
interviews with her, when, being taken, as a very tiny girl, 
the lap of ‘ Melpomene,’ she looked up, and ejaculated, “ W 1 
beautiful eyes you have!” Mrs. Siddons was of the childre 
loving race. Grown-up outsiders might; find her lacking 
facility, but, in the company of a child, austerity vanish* 
and she became gay and full of smiles. Campbell called 
her, with his six-year-old son ‘ in his hand.* He had 
leave the boy for about an hour, and, when he return* 
found his ‘ face lighted up in earnest conversation with h* 
She gave children her best, and gratified them by ne 1 
talking down to them. Mrs. Kay tells me of her motli 
Mrs. Drummond—when young, the ward of Richard (‘ C< 
versation ’) Sharp, one of Mrs. Siddons’s favourite visit* 
and hosts—being sent for by Mrs. Siddons to hear Shakespez 
For the little girl’s sole benefit, the past mistress went throu 
the whole of her marvellous Constance. 

ZJart ditre Grandndre Mrs. Siddons successfully acco 
plished; it came to her naturally. Mrs. Mair gives 
account of how she used to act cook to her little grai 
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daughter, and receive her baby admonitions; and how, a 
little later, she would make her read to her (!) while she 
modelled. 

When, in 1815, her son, Henry, died, Mrs. Siddons—though 
with her sight ‘ almost washed away by tears ’—kept repeating 
the narcotic measure of a verse, which, she said, seemed, as 
often as repeated, to tranquillise her. “The Lord gave, and 
the Lord hath taken away; blessed be the name of the 
Lord.” Seven years later, when she lost her sister, Mrs. 
Twiss, Mrs. Pennington wrote to Dr. Whalley: “It must be 
a shock to Mrs. Siddons, as I believe she was as much 
attached to her as she could be to anything out of that 
circle, within which she has long fixed her highest enjoy¬ 
ments, and out of which, I am persuaded, she feels little 
real interest.” The comment indicates an observed develop¬ 
ment of that indrawing of interest, usually described as the 
petrification incident to old age, though, with equal likelihood, 
it might be supposed to denote (other work being done) the 
soul’s last task—that of fixing its affections where true joys 
are to be found. As early as 1816, W. W. Pepys may be found 
writing to Hannah More: <c I was pleas’d to hear Mrs. Siddons 
say, upon my asking her whether she had read some modern 
work, that her reading now, was chiefly confined to one 
subject, which now seem’d to her to be the only one of real 
importance.” 

The following lines, composed by Mrs. Siddons, may, pre¬ 
sumably, be assigned to this period:— 

“Say, what’s the brightest wreath of fame, 

But canker’d buds, that opening close; 

Ah ! what the world’s most pleasing dream, 

But broken fragments of repose? 

Lead me where Peace with steady hand 
The mingled cup of life shall hold, 

Where Time shall smoothly pour his sand 
And Wisdom turn that sand to gold. 

Then haply at Religion’s shrine 
This weary heart its load shal lay 
Each wish my fatal love resign 
And passion melt in tears away.” 
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Every character simplifies with age, either in the direction 
of spirituality or grossness. Into Mrs. Siddons’s there came 
no increasing inertia, or desire for ease. Years meant, with 
her, we cannot doubt, a refining process. Her tinge of 

Pharisaism—a general delect of her period.-did not deepen 

upon her. She had always been a moderate in religion, a 
Churchwoman whom nothing short of a cold or a wet day 
would have kept away from Sunday morning service. In 
spite of her R.C. father, and the priests’ education given to 
her brothers, she had no sympathy with ecclesiasticism and 
ritual, as she explained, at considerable length, in a letter to 
Lady 1 larcourt, written after she had seen something, in 1790, 
of foreign church ceremonials. Such opinions were skin-deep 
in comparison with the prose sagacity that marks her avowal 
to Ballantyne, in a letter of July 5th, 1807: “. . . in myself I 
am sure I am not mistaken. It is a vulgar error to say we 
are ignorant of ourselves, for I am quite sure that those who 
think at all seriously must know themselves better than any 
other individual e<w,” Mrs. Sidtlons had not laid up for her¬ 
self a cynical old age by expecting too much from life. 
Words she wrote, in 1803, “The testimony of all ages is 
folly if happiness be anything more than a name,'' represented 
her habitual conviction. She had faith in the idea of re¬ 
union with those she had loved, expressing her faith thus 
characteristically:— 

“ I am one of those, whether rationally or not, yet surely 
innocently, who look forward to the hope of meeting those I 
love in a better world as one of the rewards for having struggled 
with reasonable decency through this.” 

Though, during the final year or two, she ceased to read 
Shakespeare, even in her own house, Mrs. Siddons, on days she 
felt vigorous, used to describe herself as * charming,’ and, as late 
as six weeks before her death, laughingly told her doctor, 
Mr. Busholl, he might discontinue his visits, for she had f health 
to sell.’ The doctor had been called in to fight what was, at 
her age, a dangerous, as, with her, an ancient, enemy, erysipelas. 
It had, long, recurrently afflicted her with burning soreness in 
the mouth, and Campbell—who also suffered from erysipelas- 
attributes her headaches to it. 
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The end of a life is always tragic. Payne Collier (to whom, 
1 1832, Charles Kemble showed the last letter Mrs. Siddons 
ver wrote) describes the once royally beautiful woman as 
haggard.’ A letter she wrote, in 1828, to the Rev. — Denison, 
peaks of ‘the bitter cup’ of painful illness. On May 13th, 
831, Fanny Kemble visited her, and wrote:— 

“ I was shocked to find her looking wretchedly ill; she has 
ot yet got rid of the erysipelas in her legs, and complained of 
itense headache. . . . Every time I see that magnificent ruin 
me fresh decay makes itself apparent in it, and one cannot 
>ut feel it must soon totter to its fall.” 

A drive in cold weather at the end of May brought back 
rysipelas with increased intensity. Fever with rigors super- 
ened, and Dr. Leman was sent for in consultation. For a 
/eek, the patient suffered. Cecilia and ‘ Mrs ’ (Patty) Wilkinson 
^ere her loving nurses. On June 8th, 1831, at 8 a.m., the 
/heels of weary life at last stood still. Mrs. Siddons expired, 
peaceably, and without suffering, and in full consciousness,” 
/rote Fanny Kemble, on the day itself. 

There was some question as to public obsequies, but a 
ection of the press, apparently, opposed the suggestion, and 
he Charles Kembles, not specially desiring it, refused offers 
rom ‘ many of the Nobility and Gentry ’ to follow in the funeral 
rain. To the public, Mrs. Siddons’s death had taken place on 
une 29th, 1812. 

Her interment was conducted, on June 15th, by an under- 
ker named Nixon. An upholsterer also, he had been her 
andlord in Prince’s Street, where, finding from his card his 
econdary occupation, she had said, in 1804, “Well then, Mr. 
ttxon, I bespeak you to bury me.” Fully five thousand persons 
re said to have witnessed her funeral. In the Morning Post , 
une 16th, 1831, may be read as follows:— 

“FUNERAL OF MRS. SIDDONS 

“ The mortal remains of this great actress, whose name and 
ame must be immortal, were yesterday consigned to the grave. 

“At nine o’clock there was a large assemblage of persons 
n Upper Baker-street, to witness the funeral. At half-past ten 
’clock the signal was given for the mournful procession to 
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move. The covering of the coffin containing the body was of a 
rich purple velvet, anti was placed in a hearse, drawn by four 
horses, followed by two mourning coaches and four, containing 
the relatives of the deceased. Afterwards fourteen mourning 
coaches, drawn by two horses, each containing four gentleme 1 
mourners belonging to the Theatres; two gentlemen's carriages 
brought up the procession. The cavalcade proceeded along the 
Park-road, Regent’s Park, up the Alpha-road, through Princes- 
street to Paddington Church, where the body was deposited in 
a vault at a quarter past twelve o’clock.” 

In the vault of the church adjoining, Lady Hamilton, 
in 1810, laid her devoted mother, Mrs. ‘ Cadogan.’ Thomas 
Banks, R.A., the sculptor; the two Noll eke ns, father and 
son; Whitefoord, ‘ wit and diplomatist ’ 1 ; Sir William Beechey; 
and, as we have seen, 1 laydon, were all buried in Paddington 
Churchyard. Inside the church is a mural tablet to Richard 
Twiss; and in the chancel, on the north of the altar, one, 
in black and white marble, to Mrs. Siddons, bearing the 
inscription— 

Sacred to the Memory of 
SARAH SIDDONS 
Who departed this life June 8 1831, 

In her 76th Year 

‘ I know thiil my Rkiuckmkr liveth.’ 

The stone over the vault in the burial - ground bore 
similar words, and-—selected by Mrs. Siddons herself—the 
text, “Blessed are the dead which die in the Lord.” George 
Siddons, who, on his retirement from the Bengal Civil 
Service, lived, till his death, in Harewood Square, was buried 
by the side of his mother. Ilis wife, who survived him for 
many years, lies there too. In 1890, Mr. Clinch wrote of 
Mrs. Siddons’s grave as ‘ marked only by a slab of cement, 
bearing no legible inscription on its face, and distinguished 
only by a half obliterated legend cut in its upper edge.’ In 
1907, the tomb was substantially restored by Mr. Henry G. I. 
Siddons, and, in 1908, roofed with glass. 
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Out of the life-story of the foremost woman England has 
iroduced in the region of the arts one main impression 
merges. It is that, with her, the Muse was, indeed, a 
heavenly goddess,’ and not a lawless runagate. Mrs. Siddons 
lossessed firmer moral equipoise, less of the seamy side of 
e artistic temperament, than any other player of whose 
.ctions and habits we have any record. It were well 
idth all actresses, with all artists, with all who belong 
o neither category, if their worst defects proved, at the 
ast, a paucity of humour and a prudence somewhat over¬ 
narked. 

Mrs. Siddons stands, again, for the mother-woman in 
:ombination with the supreme and instinctive actress, and 
uch women (if one can speak in the plural at all) are 
:xceedingly rare. At the same time that she was a con- 
tructive artist, ardent and tenacious in her calling, she was, 
o the finest fibre of her nature, the simple being Campbell 
:alled her. An affirmative, productive creature, ‘ a flash of the 
vill that can,’ she possessed—for a player, in a unique 
legree—the sincerity of greatness. 

Her most distinctive characteristic of mind—a characteristic 
hat reappeared in several other members of her race, notably, 
n her nieces, Fanny and Adelaide Kemble—was an extra- 
>rdinary sense of, and passion for, the ideal, joined with an 
:xtraordinary personal power of impressing the sense of it on 
>thers. As Stothard said, “ Her own mind was noble, and that 
nade her acting so.” Nothing about her was feline, nothing 
lerpentine. In virtue of her complete sanity, she may, 
)Ossibly, be termed, in minor matters, a Philistine, but, 
vhether so or not, she was, most certainly, an Olympian. 
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Aril in Ul\ A (p. 188) 
ELIZA? 


MRS.SlDDONS had three daughters known to history,Sally,Maria, 
and Cecilia, and Uvo sons, 1 lemy (1 lurry) and George John. 

In Mrs. Sidtlons’s letters to the Whalleys there occur four 
passages that bailie the present biographer. They run:— 

(March r3th, 17G5) “Next week 1 shall see your daughter 
and the rest. Sarah is an elegant creature, and Maria is as 
beautiful as a seraphim.” 

(Sept. 28th, 17H5) “Your little Eliza is as fair as wax, 
with very blue eyes, anti the sweetest tuneful little voice you 
ever heard.” 

(Aug. nth, 1786) “ My children are all well, clever, and 
lovely. . . , 1 want sadly to find a genteel, accomplished woman 
to superintend my three girls under my own roof.” [N.B. 
Mrs. Siddons’s third known daughter, Cecilia, Dr. Whailey’s 
godchild, was not born till t7y.pl 

(Oct. 1st, 1786) “My family is well, God be praised 1 . . . 
At Christmas I bring my dear girls from Miss Kames, or rather, 
she brings them to me, Eli/.a is the most entertaining creature 
in the world; Sally is vastly clever; Maria and George are 
beautiful; and Harry a boy with very good parts, but not 
disposed to learning. My husband is well. . . 

The tenor of the above extracts would lead a casual reader 
to think of Mrs. Siddons as the mother of a schoolgirl, named 
Eliza, the eldest of three daughters, though in no other letter 
I can come across, from or to Mrs. Siddons, and in no published 
memoir of her, or of any member of her circle, is any trace 
of such an Eliza to be found. It is unthinkable that the death 
of so old a child, occurring later than October 1st, 1786, should 
never have been referred to, in the intimate Pennington and 
Bird correspondences that record the illnesses and deaths of 
Maria and Sally, Equally impossible is it to imagine c Eliza’ 
the daughter stated to have been born to Mrs. Siddons in 1781, 
and to have died in infancy, the child whose name is given, in 
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the Bath Abbey Register, under Deaths, as Frances Emilia, 
A reference made by Anna Seward to an approaching confine¬ 
ment of Mrs. Siddons’s, in 1783, can scarcely be linked with the 
birth of a daughter, who, in 1786, was, apparently, a schoolgirl, 
first named of three. Pending the possible unearthing of letters 
explaining Eliza, we must stay ourselves on the surmise that 
she may have been a niece, or ftrott?gee> of Mrs. Whalley, or of 
Dr. Whalley—he had no child by any of his wives—who was 
being brought up with Sally and Maria. Dorothy Place, it 
may be remembered, and, also, Patty Wilkinson, were inmates 
of the Siddons household. This surmise is, to some slight 
extent, strengthened by the fact that Whalley used to call his 
first wife (Elizabeth Sherwood) ‘Eliza.’ She lived till 1801. 
The identity of Eliza is, up to now, as impossible to elucidate 
as is that of the ‘young woman,’ mentioned by Campbell, 
‘ who,’ at Mrs. Siddons’s funeral, ‘ came veiled,’ and ‘ knelt beside 
the coffin, with demonstrations of the strongest grief.’ 
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is (Marcus). WORDS OP THE 
IENT WISE. Thoughts from Epic- 
ami Marcus Aurelius. Edited by 
l. D. Rouse, M.A., Litt. D. Ecap. 
3-r. 6 d. net. 

also Standard Library. 

(Jane). See Standard Library, 
Library and Mitton (G. E.). 
Ernest). CO-OPERATIVE IN- 
L’RY. Crown 8 vo. s s - uet. 
(Francis). See Standard Library 
ittle Library. 

(Richard). THE LAKES OP 
THERN ITALY. With 37 Illustra- 
tnd a Map. Ecap. 8 vo. 3 s. net. 

J. C.), M.A. See Cowper(W.). 

Nisbet). THE LAST KING OF 
VND AN D HIS CONTEMPORA- 
1. With 16 Illustrations. Demy 8 vo. 
4 . net. 

VV. G.), M.A. See Junior Examina- 
cries. 

Julian L.), P.I.C., F.C.K. See 
oil Business. 

(Graham). THE LIFE OF 
CRT LOUIS STEVENSON. With 
rait. Fourth Edition in one Volume, 
'o. Buckram, 6s. 

(A.), 1 J.A., LL.D. See Antiquary’s 

i. E.). See Commercial Scries. 

(R. H.). Sec Little Library. 

(The Hon. Maurice). WITH 
RUSSIANS IN MANCHURIA. 

• Edition. Demy 8vo. 7s■ 6d. net. 

R IN RUSSIA. Second Edition. 
8 no. 1 or. 6 d. net. 

iN ESSAYS AND STORIES. 
4 Edition. Cr. 8 vo. ss. net. 
published in a Colonial Edition. 
•Gould (S.). THE LIFE OF 
3 LEON BONAPARTE. With nearly 
ustrations, including a Photogravure 
apiece. Second Edition. Wide 
'8 vo. xos. 6d. net. 

,'RAGED Y OF THE C/ESARS: 
jdy of the Characters of the 
ks of the Julian and Claupian 
es. With numerous Illustrations Irom 
, Gems, Caineos, etc. Sixth Edition. 

’ 8 vo. 1 or. 6d. net. 

K OF FAIRY TALES. With 
ous Illustrations by A. J. Gaskin. 


Buckram. 6s 

also Medium 8z w. 6d. 

OLD ENGLISH FAIRY TALES With 
ILIlRsti-ations by F. D. Bedford. 

L ^-J iV0 - Buckram. 6s. 
THE VICAR OF MORWENSTOW. R e - 
^sed Edition. With a Portrait. Third 
Maition. Cr. 8 vo. -sr 6 d 
OLD COUNTRY LIFE. With 69 Illustra- 
a Sd BargeCrownlva. 6r. 
A r. 0F COUNTRY SONG: 

Lnghsh Folk Songs with their Traditional 
Melodies. Collected and arranged by P 
Baring-Gould and H. F. Sum-Aim. 
Demy 4 to. 6s. 

SONGS OF THE WEST: Folk Songs of 
Devon and Cornwall. Collected from the 
Mouths of the People. ByS. Baring-Gould, 
M.A., and H. Fleetwood Sheppard, M.A. 
New and Revised Edition, under the musicai 
editorship of Cecil J. Sharp. Large Im¬ 
perial 8 vo. sr. net. 

A BOOK OF NURSERY SONGS AND 
RHYMES, Edited by S. Baring-Gould. 
Illustrated. Second and Cheaper Edition. 
Large Cr. 8 vo. zs.6d.net. 

STRANGE SURVIVALS : Some Chapters 
in the History of Man. Illustrated. 
Third Edition. Cr. 8 vo. is. 6d. net. 
YORKSHIRE ODDITIES : Incidents 
and Strange Events. Fifth Edition. 
Cr . 8 vo» 2 s. 6d. net , 

THE BARING-GOULD SELECTION 
READER. Arranged by G. H. Rose. 
Illustrated. Crown 8 vo. is. 6d. 

THE BARING-GOULD CONTINUOUS 
READER. Arranged by G. H. Rose. 
Illustrated. Crown 8 vo. is. 6d. 

A BOOK OF CORNWALL. With 33 
Illustrations. Second Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 
A BOOK OF DARTMOOR. With 60 
Illustrations. Second Edition- Cr. 8 vo. 
6 s. 

A BOOK OF DEVON. With 35 Illus¬ 
trations. Thu d Edition. Cr.Zvo. 6s. 

A BOOK OF NORTH WALES. With 49 
Illustrations. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

A BOOK OF SOUTH WALES. With 57 
Illustrations. Cr. 8 vo. fir. 

A BOOK OF BRITTANY. With 69 Illus¬ 
trations. Second Edition Cr. 8 vo. fir. 

A BOOK OF THE RHINE: From Cleve 
to Mainz. With 8 Illnstrations in Colour 
by Trevor Hadden, and 48 other Illus¬ 
trations. Second Edition. Cr. 8vo. 6s. 
A BOOK OF THE RIVIERA. With 40 
Illustrations. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

A BOOK OF THE PYRENEES. With 
25 Illustrations. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

See also Little Guides. 

Barker (Aldred F.). See Textbooks of 
Technology. 

Barker (Ef), M.A. (Late) Fellow of Merton 
College, Oxford. THE POLITICAL 
THOUGHT OF PLATO AND ARIS¬ 
TOTLE, Demy 8 vo. ior. 6 d. net. 

Barnes (W. E.), D.D. See Churchman’s 
Bible. 
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Barnett(M m, |», A,), '-rr 1 in !r !, v 
HartmiR. W, NO. M.A. mi m Him 1 
CUM I'd:.I JUiN. /-. U* / Httf.'H. t • , 

(!/'.«, *JI, fi.A Art, !«. Ht!, 

See «*(-*• lltli|, t A- ii.«>l Bix'D-. 

liar rim til, M,), M \ » W .i.Sham CwlWr, 
tui.nd. TEN IN 1 I <K M i-Mi IN'... With 

4 J’urlrti r 1>V l .till 01 , t 1 Hm I 

r h. I tv. , , f *,/ 

Hurthnlomew f.l. <i.). KK s.i. 
Ul.|u*l!>tl4t tc, IS) 

HtiiUblo (C, f.l, N U Til! * « IM 
MKia'K (If „\A 1h i V* 

( Krv. ,m. r f. 

Hunllnti (tl. Charlton). M A.,M I * . I ,i: '• 
TllK KVui tmuN ill' I li l \\ 

I imk<'»ih‘» and many j.'UMph 

/*(■«/ 1 - Hr,', y. ( f. net, 

Ilntaon (Mra. Stephen). A cuX’clM 
IIANUBi ink i U GARDEN H.uWI.I; , 
/..»/. Hi'. 1 . p *• >\ 

Tl! K SUM,Mi t: (IAS D F N Of 
PLEA.St l|iK. Wilts (ti lllirii.ili.4is in 
t 'nlnill liV * I'.MUWli l'l i i MAN, II h- t V« ' 
Hi",*, i >,<. net. 

Hnylcy (R. Child). TUK m.MI'l fit 
PUOTnGk APltl is Wph mr( „ , 

llttistlntinin. W illi Note mi l >«>«*, t ( i'Ii iii 
fnii rr.i. third t ! V*r i'. 

j<n, (>./, ntt. 

Heard (W. 8,). EASY EXERCISES i% 
ALGEBRA 1-UU BEGINNERS. I • . 
is. (*,/, \\ ith Atriwris, 1 1 >. 

Hrn ,|1'M Juuinr iMMinili.itiuli Srtir-. .tin: 
ilrgiiinri'n Hi« s if 

HocketttArthur). ITUKSPIRITOl "I HE 

DOWb JS : lliiliiri.iinii" and Krminiscrni «• , 
(if llir Sussex llnwir-, Willi J.I IlliiMr<s!ini! . 
in Colour fv Si \m (s.v Iwuimn u. />, *■ v 
urr. r»/. ntt. 

Beckford (Peter). THOUGHTS n\ 
HUNTING. Edited fv |, Uiim i‘A*.i i. 
Slid IlluHtulrd I'V C. it. ,f AJ 1 A full, A A »*#’#* f' 
Edition, I it in y I!/si, (>», 

Beckford (William). H> * Unit* fii nai v, 
Beeching (H. C.l, M.A., C.mtm id We t 
milltilfr, Sen l.ihrai V ‘4 1 'evulioti, 
Beerbohm (Max). A HtiOK, OF t*Ai: 1 
CAT HUES, Imfrtint sfo. at r, net. 
Betrble (Harold). MASTER WuRKKRs. 


5 U ;,; " ‘tl.. M.IJIV Demy Zvo. 

I ill. I'i !;! \ !■ I'.S. Wuh ,|<i Sketclics hy 
llir Viiii'. 4 ii‘l ■ M.i|'.. Sr,om/ Edition. 
I'c- t *’ net. 

Urltot ill. 11.1„), M.A. Srn ].mrs(t„ A. A.). 
Itrsmrtt t.lnirph). 1'iK'TV \ KAks OF 
M i 1 ( ■ * (■ is . V\ illi -.’4 Illustrations. 
t ‘i m r nr!. 

ttrrmrtt OV, H.i, M.A. A I’HIMKk OF 
1'Hl 1:11:1.1 . /•■•Ji’t l-'iiitioH. i'r. 8 m 

• S 1 

Benortt (W. M.l.unl AUcney (W. f.), A 
III iit-U'AI. I \ I kOllUC'l'tON. With :i 
< "ii. t-.r l'.iSli., t |i,i|iliy. b'i/th Kt/ition. Cr. 

Brawn (Arthbl.ihop) OOIVS liOAUD. 
C ,*nininn*iii A.lihr -.r.. Srcenti Edition. 

! i ,»/■• l.ts*. is (.,/. Ht!. 

Ilrnmin (A, C.), M.A, .Sir Oxford Dio- 
K«.il'lnr-.. 

Hen,win (R, M.). T11hi WAY OF 1I0LI- 
N’ l' :»S, Am l' \|itr.tiinn of Pxatm cxix. 
Au.il> sit .si .nut 1 irvutiiiiial, ('/•. 5 $. 

Bernard (li, R,), M.A., Canon of SaliUmry 
TUI-. KNC.I.ISII SUNDAY: msChugins 
axji 11 •. Cl, aims. J-eufi. liro. it. C>,{. 
Berry (W. Clrlnton), M.A. FRANCE 
M\VI \VA 1 l .U l,( K I. With tfi lllustra- 
ti'ilr. .ili'l M.'ji.. < '*. Its. 

Brructe (A. dc). S. »■ Cl.iv ii •. of Art, 
Bclham-fdwards (Mlwi). HOME LIFE 
IN FRANCK. Willi vo Itlm,(rations. 
fifth Ei/iti,'H. ('rotfn th'ii. (*s. 
Brthunc-Hnkrr (.1. F.J, M.A. Sec Tlaml- 
l.*"'If. ui ‘1 lieiiln -v, 

Bindley (T, Herbert). lU). THE OECU- 
MKNICAI. ,Dut DM Is NTS 01'’ THE 
FA! 1 11. Wiili Jiiii-.'im rimi-i and Notes. 
St, ,<»,/ I Jih.'n. 1 V. Dv. (n. net. 

Blnn« ill. B.i. 'I UK 1.1 FF, OF WALT 
Will 1 .MAN. lilii'lMtril, / f emy Srn. 
i'Mt. (*t/, net. 

lliny«m(Mrs. Laurence). NINETEENTH 
cTENTURY t’ROSF.. Srlrclrd and nr- 
r.ilitinl by, ('i.tti'H tlf'd. hf. 

Blnyon (ljuireucr). 'l'lIK. DEATH OF 
ADAM ANDOITIER POEMS. (V. Bvo. 


llltinliutril. /V/«y 71. rn/. net. 

Bohmon(Jacob), IXAl.OCiUES t»N TUK 
HUPKUSENSUAL LIFE. Kdltrd hy 

ItKKNAKt) llui.l.ANO, fire. |l. In/. 

Boll (Mrs. Arthur (U. THE SKIRTS 
OF/niKUREAT CITY, Wiili <6 lilies 
trutioim in Cultmr by Aimiii h (i, l!n i., 
17 other llliiHimioii!',, and 11 Map. St, cud 
Edition, O, hvo, fit. 

Belloc (H.) PARIS. With 7 Map*, and a 
Frimtiiiplec® in PliotnKrstvuie. Stumd Edi 
Eon, Rtvlstd. Cr, too, a*. 

HILLS AND THE SKA, Suomi Edition. 
Crown 8m dr, 

ON NOTHING AND KINDRED SUIh 
TKCTH. Second Edition, Eui/>. 8m w, 

*0N EVERYTH INC). Emt>. H-m 

MARIE ANTOINETTE. With JS Portraiih 


ii, (>./. net. 

Sro ni ..i IlLikc (Witliam). 

Birch (Waller de Cl ray), I,L. D., F.S.A. 

St ('iiiinuiv.rtir'i I.iht.u y, 
Birnstlnjrl(Bthet). Srr Littli* Honks on Art, 
Blackmantle(Bernard), Sre LP. l„ 

Blair (Robert ). See 1. P. I 
Blnke (William). TUK LETTERS OF 
VVILLlAM BLAKE, tui.iuiikk with a 
L ira nv Fviuikku'K Taiiiam. Edited 
fmm thr OriKinnl Mamin ripix, with an 
Inlni<lin:ui*n and Noirn, By AueitniAUi G. 
H, Rn siu.i.. With (4 Illustrations, 
/>tmv H"o. ix, Oil, net. 
1 LI.USTRAT 1 DNS OF THE HOOK OF 
JOB. Willi General Introduction by 
Lm'cj'Nck Bimvum, Onixrto. sis, net. 

Srealsn l.l'.Ht and Little Library, 
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Om (J. Harvey), M.A. See Antiquary’s 
looks. 

uet (Henri). See Beginner's Books, 
trdman (T. H.), M.A. See French (W.). 
le (Wilhelm), l’li.D. See Classics of Art. 
iley (J. E. C.) THE CORONATION 
>F EDWARD VII. Demy Zvo. 2 is.net. 
ly Command of the King. 

!y (George), D.D. TI-IE SOUL'S 
'1LGRIMAGE : Devotional Readings 
•om the Published and Unpublished writ- 
lgs of George Body, D.D. Selected and 
rranged by J. H. Burn, B.D., F.R.S.E. 
)emy 16 mo. as. 6d. 

la (Cardinal). See Library of Devotion, 
nor (Mary L.). See Little Books on Art. 
>n (F. C.)., I’.A. See Commercial Series, 
•row (George). See Little Library, 
t (J. Ritzema). AGRICULTURAL 
lOOLOGY. Translated by J. R. Ains¬ 
worth Davis, M.A. With 155 Illustrations. 
'ecolid Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 3s. 6d. 
iting(C. G.), B.A. EASY GREEK 
CXERCISKS. Cr. 8vo. as. 

See also Junior Examination Series, 
lilting (W.) TASSO AND HIS TIMES. 
Vith 24 Illustrations. Demy 8vo. 10 s. 6d. 
let. 

ulton (E. S.), M.A. GEOMETRY ON 
, 10 DERN LINES. Cr. 8 vo. as. 
niton (William B.). SIR JOSHUA 
REYNOLDS, P.R.A. With 49 Illustra- 
'ons. Second Edition. Demy 8 vo. ys. 6d. 
ut. 

vill (W. B. Forster). HUNGARY 
tND THE HUNGARIANS. With 16 
Illustrations in Colour by William Pascoe, 
2 other Illustrations and a Map. Demy 
vo. ys. 6d. net. 

wden (E. M.). THE IMITATION OF 
1 U D D H A : Being Quotations^ from 
luddhist Literature for each Day in the 
fear. Fifth-Edition. Cr. i6mo, as. (id. 

er (E.), B.A. See New Historical 
Series. 

yle (W.). CHRISTMAS AT THE ZOO. 
Vith Verses by W. Bovle and 24 Coloured 
Pictures by I-I. B. Nkilson. Silver Royal 
:6m 0. ns. 

nbant (F. G.), M.A. RAMBLES IN 
SUSSEX. With 30 Illustrations. Crown 
\vo. 6s. See also Little Guides, 
udley (A. G.). ROUND ABOUT WILT- 
3 HIKK. With 14 Illustrations, in Colour 
jy T. C. Gotch, 10 other Illustrations, and 
t Map. Second Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

IE ROMANCE OF NORTHUMBER¬ 
LAND. With 16 Illustrations in Colour by 
Frank Southgate, R.B.A., and 12 from 
Photographs. Second Edition. Detny&vo. 
7s. 6d net. 

adley (John W.). See Little Books on Art. 

id (James), Open Champion, 1901, 1905 
md 1906. ADVANCED GOLF. With 
38 Photographs and Diagrams. Fifth 
Edition. Demy 8 vo. 10s. 6d. net. 
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Braid (James) and Others. GREAT 
GOLFERS IN THE MAKING. Edited 
by Henry Leach. With 24 Illustrations. 
Second Edition. Demy 8 vo. ys. 6d. net. 
Brailsford (H. N.). MACEDONIA: 

ITS RACES AND THEIR FUTURE. With 

32 Illustrations and 2 Maps. Demy 8vo. 
12s. 6 d. net. 

Brentano (C.). See Simplified German 
Texts. 

Brightman (F. E.), M.A. See Andrewes 
(Lancelot). 

*Brock (A. Glutton). SHELLEY: THE 
MAN AND THE POET. With 12 Illus¬ 
trations. Demy 8 vo. ys. 6d. net. 
Brodrick (Mary) and Morton (A. Ander¬ 
son). A CONCISE DICTIONARY OF 
EGYPTIAN ARCHAEOLOGY. A Hand- 
Book for Students and Travellers. With 80 
Illustrations and many Cartouches. Cr. 8z >0. 
3J. 6d. 

Brooks (E. E.), .B.Sc. (Lond.), Leicester 
Municipal Technical School, and James 
(W.H. N.), A.M.I.E.E., A.R.C.SC., Muni¬ 
cipal School of Technology, Manchester. 
See Textbooks of Technology. 

Brown (S. E.), M.A., B.Sc., Senior Science 
Master at Uppingham. A PRACTICAL 
CHEMISTRY NOTE - BOOK FOR 
MATRICULATION AND ARMY CAN¬ 
DIDATES. Easy Experiments on the 
Commoner Substances. Cr. 4,to. is. 6d. net. 
Brown (J. Wood), M.A. THE BUILDERS 
OF FLORENCE. With 74 Illustrations 
by Herbert Railton. Demy \to. 18s.net. 
Browne (Sir Thomas). See Standard 
Library. 

Brownell (C. L.). THE HEART OF 
JAPAN. Illustrated. Third Edition. 
Cr. 8 vo. 6s. Also Medium 8w. 6d. 
Browning (Robert). See Little Library. 
Bryant (Walter W.), B.A., F.R.A.S., F.R. 
Met. Soc., of the Royal Observatory, Green¬ 
wich. A HISTORY OF ASTRONOMY. 
With47Illustrations. DemyZvo. ys.6d.net. 
Buckland (Francis T .). 1 CURIOSITIES 
OF NATURAL HISTORY. Illustrated 
by H. B. Neilson. Cr. 8 vo. 3.1. 6d. 
Buckton (A. M.) THE BURDEN OF 
ENGELA. Second Edition. Cr. 8 vo, 3 s. 
6d. net. 

EAGER HEART : A Mystery Play. Seventh 
Edition. Cr. 81 'JO. is. net. 

KINGS IN BABYLON: A Drama. Cr.lvo. 
is. net. 

SONGS OF JOY. Cr. 8 vo. rs. net. 
Budge (E. A. Wallis). THE GODS OF 
THE EGYPTIANS. With over 100 
Coloured Plates and many Illustrations. 
Two Volumes. Royal 8 vo. £3, 3 J - nei - 
*Buist Massac (H.). THE COMPLETE 
AERONAUT. With many Illustrations. 
Demy 8z 10. 12 s. 6 d. net. 

Bull (Paul), Army Chaplain. GOD AND 
OUR SOLDIERS. Second Edition. 
Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 
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Bulky (M!«»). :-«• Dill.(! C\) 
lUutynn (John), Till 1 * 11 1 .1:i M' . Fi't > 1 

GUI' Vi. I- iilril, willi .lit lnl; -hi- !i •) ! ■, 

1‘ 11, t'li! in, M, \, Wtih 1 I .hi M.ui . 
Uv It. ..Umi 1 * . 

Sep Hi.iii.t.uil 1 .itii.uv .tud 1 il l ny .-i 
1 >■-v . it i u. 

Burch iu, JA w \ . i i: imwth ' 

III' HH ITU \l, :4 11 .M l'. Uhl. i 

ll.ilrd, r*. »... Jt 

lUtrjifSAUU’tytti. hi ml“! \N*D HOW Ti > 
i.K Till M, llht .n in il. AV-'- < 
Burke (l.'drontuU. Kumbinl J,ibt.»v, 
Burn (A. 1 ;,), 1 > D, 1 ?.-. i-i u.in.i 

ami I'trl.i ii'ltuy ul l.u I.Sn-hl, .sr„ 1 |,iit,< 

lmiikMif TliP"h>i:v. 

Hurt) (J. JIM, H. D., K. It. H. It. TUT ' 
G II U RC 11 M AN'S TIM ASUKV It! 

S (> N (< I 1 t.illirrcil f |, .in (hr t , .It.iu 
poetry id till ,i,1' ilih'il l‘V. /■> .tf. i.:,\ . 

id, net, Si p hI'.i l.ibi.uv ul Drvi.timi, l 
Burnet (John), M.A. Srr Aii-.iutk, 

Hum*(Robert}, 11 IF l'( U- MS, Edited bv 
Ak-ukcw l.Af.i. .aid \V, A. t Van.ii'. With , 
I'-'ilUit. t'hnd i difion, U'itU tinny Hr.', 1 


gilt L'A 6i. 1 

See .iHuS tiitiil.n.I Library, 
llum.ildo (W. I’M, M.A. nut TESTA 
Ml'.NT HISTORY Knk Ur.K IN ! 
S<'lit Ki(,S. /'/*,».// t v, h“i», -i.tht. i 
Burtan (Alfred). Srr l, l\ l„ 1 

Bury (J, Ik), M.A., l.iit. I>. Sri? till,In,i t | 
(Kdwrtiil). 

UUMdrft (P. WM, II.11. ntlMTClAN I 
THEOLOGY AN DsoCl A I. FROG FES'. 1 
(The IUmpum lectures of vn'’,). /Vwv ‘ 
Sti'fl. *i‘,f. 6,i’. nit, 

Butler (Joseph), (t.It, Ker St.uid.ud 

t.iiit.iry. 

Huttln (P. M.). AM UNO TI 1 K I *A NT- ‘ 
Willi in lllutiir.iiiuir. in t'oluui l.y Im i n, ; 
Wii.utHfuiM, mnl j>, from FhiiengrAph*.. 
Demy I'm yx. tut. mt, ! 

Cain (Ueortfos), Cut at or of the Canmvab t 
Muieum, Pmh. WALKS IN FAUP , 
TriwiUted hy A, K. Auin'.ie;, M. \. 
With n EnmtNpmce In Colour by Ma&wi i , 
Aummi t.u, suifl 118 other tlUiHlrtuiun-.. 
tinny Hro. yx, (id, net, 

Caldecott (Alfred), D.lb See Handbook •, 
of TltrnloRy, 

Calderwociu (D. KM, llradmauernf the Nor- 
trial Krlii,o), Edinburgh. TKST CAR J *'• 
IN EUCLID AND ALGEBRA. Iri thre. 
packets of ho, with Arnwri f,. ir. each. ()» 
in three Honks jirlerc ft,/., vd., nnd juif, 


Cameron(Mary I.ovett). <»l,l» ETRURIA 
AND MODERN TUSCANY. With , P 
llluntrationH, Crown Svo, yt, M, mt. 
Cannon (Bdwln), M.A. See Smith (Adam). 
CatininoGGeorffft). See Little Library. 
Capey (B. F. ft,). See Oxford liir>mtphlr*i. 
Carden (Robert W.). TIIK CITY OK 
GENOA. With is Illuitratioti* In Coimir 
by Wtu.iAM Parkinbcih, and ao other 
Illustration*. Dewy 8iw. na. (id. net. 


CnrrlrHi (John). See t.i'.U 


Ciuhlr 1 (l luuu.i,'.). Til K VRKNCT-T 
IM \" 1 .K 1 HiN. K.limi l, v c. K. I, 
bn t, urn. _ I'plt.iw of Man, 1 .ileu College, 
1 Uloul. l iCiiwj, ( Ur#, t 2j. 

I'll I’ I.I'Wl l-.i-.S AND Sl‘KI>‘,CHIOS OF 
1 '1 IV1 U CKUMWIOI.I.. With an I„. 
li.nhi. it,.,i by C, 11. Fun it, M.A., :md 
Mur A|>|winlii <-.ln Mi S, C. Lomas. 
. •)* a I iVw». M'lt. t8.r, net. 


Carlyle (W, M, and A. J.), M.A. See 
1 r i" pi . • (' Urtiyiiin. 


CarnrtkhtuT {Philip). 

l'im.u'iiNio. will, 

* ■*. ,-s. r 
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H Illustriitions. 


Carpenti-r(Mi»rji:arctHoyd). TtlKCHILD 
1 \ A R 1. Willi >■» ll.intrutiomi, Second 
Jv.iitn'H, J.ittgi I ,i, Cit. 


‘Carter (George), M.A. Tit 10 STORY OF 
M 1 l.Tt IN’S ' FAKAIiISF, LOST.* Crown 
V,», , t. td. 

Cavnnntch (Franc!*!). M.D. (Kilim). See 
Nrw l.ibmry ul Mp.Iii inp. 
CrlannfBrolhrrThotnnsof). THK LIVES 
<'K I KANCtS OK ASSISI. Translatei.! 
by A. G, KKwtmu; llmvrt.r,. With a 
Ki.iiitr-jupi-p, (V. Sira. >;r. net, 
ChamlM-ra (A. M.). A CONSTITU- 
'1 IONAl. HISTORY OK ENGLAND. 
< .Or.'. (>i. 

Chatnlaao (A. von), Srp Simplified German 

Tr . 1 % 

Chandler (Arthur', libihup of lilomrifontein. 
ARA t <1.1.1 : A'J fv.-.Av in My.'.tk-ai. 
Tit, >ii,i».v. 7 'tii>d I'lUtii'n. Crown Zvo. 
it. t,J, net. 

Channer (C. C.) and Rolsert* (M. B.). 

(KING IN' TUI'. MIDLANDS, 
FAS I' AND FRKsKN l'. Will, 17 full. 
(Mse tlbl >!i .ilimr.. ( ‘p. Ib'ii. Di. fid. 
Chapman (K. J,). Nrr llunk'i on Ikminema. 
Chatterton (Thomna). See Standard 
Library 

Chesterfield(l^ird), THK, I.I'.TTK.US OF 
nil', KARL Ul'' < 'll lOSTIORKIKLD 
TO HIS SON. KditPil, with art Introduc¬ 
tion by S1 RACirv, with Note* by A, 
CAl-Ttifiur, /‘itv I 'lifiiwei. <>. Bpo, xos. 
Cheat rrt cmrtl. K.). CHAIM .KHIJICKKNS. 
Wutu wo F.iHf.ui-. in Fliwtogravure. Fifth 
Fditirn. f> fSro (is. 

Al.t. Til INCH CONS 1 DKRKD. Fourth 
f'ditirn. I-1at*. *.>. 

TU 10 MEN DO US TUIKLKS. Fcap. 8 vo. 


Chiide (Charlea F.), H.A., K.U.C.K. See 
New Lihr.ity of Mptliciue. 

Cicero. See cl&vdr al Tt;iiLilution*i. 
Clapham (J. ft.), fTufr'.'inr of Kcnnomics in 
the University of I.ppiW. T 11 K WOOL¬ 
LEN AND WORKTKD INDUSTRIES. 
With -n niustratlom, and Diagrams. Cr. 

8 *w, (at, 

Cl»fke(F. A.), M.A. See Leadens of Religion. 

A.U.A., R.W.S. SIX 
FAINTING. With r6 


Clausen (Cleorg-o), 
LECTURES UN 
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VLS 1 n£ IDEALS IN art Eight Co* (Harold) RA., M.P LAND 


iton (T. S.), M.D., C..UD., I'.R.S.R. 

, vr pw . Library of Medicine. 

t (W EXAMINATION 

p trim IN VERGIL. Lr.'ivo. as. 

P Av i! V M.A. TIIE HOOK OE 


NATIONALIZATION and land 

Crnlsbe (George). Sec Tattle Libvn vv 
Craik(Mrs.). See I.ittle .1 .Hunry. y " 

Crane (C. P.), P.S.O. See Little rju.M-, 
Crane (Walter), R.W.S. AN ARttsT’S 
REMINISCENCES. \Vnh laiiiWr-v 
tious by the Author and other* fro’ 
graphs. Second .hdituni. Dcn, y q Vq 
vet. 

INDIA IMPRESSIONS. With 8 . IUus . 
tratiuiis from Sketches liy tl m Author. 
Second Edition. Dewy W(?J , ' 

Crashaw (Richard). See. I.ittlts Library. 
Crlspo (T. IL), K.t!. UKMIN 1 SC.VNOES 
OF A K.C. With Purl nuts. l) ni , y8 \, a . 
iuv. 6<f, net. 

Cross (J. A.), M.A. IIIE Vaittt OF 
T'llE lill'il.E. FeafAvt. as. C,(. net 
"Crowley (Ralph j JO. THE HYGIENE 
OF .SCHOOL LIFE. Cr.8r U ;)jr . fif /. 

Cruikshank (<!•). TIIE EOVirg BAL¬ 
LAD OF LORD UAIKMAN. Wi.lt n 
I'kitcs. Cr, to mo, is, tut, net* 

Crump (B.). Sen Wagner (k,). 

Cruttwell (C. T.), M.A., C.uum of Peter¬ 
borough. See UwiuUiouks of Kngli'ih 
Church History. 

Cunynglmme (H. II.), C.H. ,s Kr Couuoi:.- 
scur’s l.ihrary. 

Cutts(li. L.), D.D. Sre leaders of Uei;,,5 OIl 
Danlell (U. W.), M.A. Sen l.eudms of 
Religion. 

Dante (Alighieri). LA CUMMKDIA DI 
DAN'l'E. The Raima Text edited \, v 
n«,urn. M.A.. 1VTi ,y 


delivered to the Students of the NATIONAUM I 1 ’ 1 ' 1 AND Land 

loyal Academy of Arts. With 32 iHUtstra- lAXATION. ' -ditiott revised. 

a..*-'*** ^ r "” •» 

M»y). fm Mp^ &<f WSSfc,^ 

ncMQ.), l ^ y tions by the Author and other* fvo.n pWo- 

uihVwnr.Hind Dunstan (A. C.). graplis. Second Edition. I> a „ y ^ ^ 

See Junior School Books and Textbooks of IMrRKSSI0N s. With 8 m 

ruston (T. S.), M.D., C.C.D., F.R.S.K. tratiuns iro.n Sketches by tlm Author. 

- » NpvJ T ibrirv of Medicine. .Second Edition. Demy »■ <>. ys. Cd. net. 

ast^W.CL), V B.A. EXAMINATION Crashaw (Richard). Sec I.iults Library. 
PAPERS IN VERGIL. dV. Ww. a;. Crisno (T. IL), K.C. KKMIN l SCIENCES 
bb (W. H), M.A. U 1 E LH.tOls. Oh OF A K.C. With Port nuts. D et „J geio. 

PSALMS: with an Introduction mul Notes. io.v. 6(/, net, 

Demv Zvo. ios. Cd. net* Cross (J. A.)» M.A. UIK PAIXIT OF 

ockshott (Winifred), St. TTjIcTsl s Ilall, TU 1 C BIBLE. FcnfAvo. •is.Cd.net. 
Oxford. THE PILGRIM 1 ‘ A illRKS, * Crowley (Ralph H.). THE HYGIENE 

Their Church and Cox-ony. With i- OF SCHOOL LIFE. Lr. 8r U ^ / 

Illustration*. IJ*wv Brio. 7 „ Cruikshank («.). Tlljf LOVIRg I! A L- 

illlngwood (W. CiO> M.A. I III. LITE LAD OF IA)RD It A.ih,MAN, Wiih n 

OF JOI-IN RUSKIN. Will Portrait. Cy%x6m0 . is.ud.net. w " h 11 

Sixth Edition. Ck 8r'o. a.r. (in', nr/. Crump (B.). .See Waguer (k,). 

jlllns (W. B.). M - A - Bee U lurch man s CrUtt Vell (C. TO. M.A., G.uum of p eter . 
Library. , r tt ,m..,.o A at,. borough. See Uumlhouks of E Iur iiM 

jlviil (Helen I'l.). SI. IEKE.SA Oh Ghurdi History. E ‘ 

SPAIN. With so Illustrations. Dewy Cunynglmnic ( 11 . II.), HR ,s Kr Comioi:.- 
8 vo. •7S.6d.net. sour’s l.ihrary. 

ombe(William). 'mV|. T w-u.' nw CuU;s(Ii. L.), D.D. Secl^wlernuf Rdirkm, 

onrad (Joseph). THE MIKROR _ Oh 1)llnlcn (ti . W .), M.A. Sre 1 .,-ud s ' 

TIIE SKA: Memories and Impressions. KdRinn. ' S 

Third Edition. CrAvo 6s. Dante (Alighieri). I.A FDMMEDIA Dl 

ook(A. M.), DAN'l'E. Tim It.dhm ’IVxt .-diiFd In 

M.A. PAbbAOLS J'OR PacjiotToyniikk, M.A., IXLiu, (V Av 

TRANSLATION. .SclecU;Hr<;m i I ;; Uvu and . V[IK DIVINE COMEDY, Tun eL 
Greek Literature.. Aeurt/fAF. '• H ‘ • by TI. F. Oaky. Edited with u i,;i e (J 

ATIN PASSAGES M’R UNSLl.N ii ;LlU( . uu ,i Imioductiuy Nnir S [, y p M;ri 

TRANSLATION. Cf. 8w.. 6 d. Toyniihh, M.A.. D.J.itl. DewvllJ. U. 

ooke-Taylor (R. W.). .LHEIAt IOR\ TiIE I'll RtlATOlGO (if DAN'J’I'i 
SYSTEM. CV. 8w. TranHated into Spni'niun P|,,.. n }, v 

loolidge (W. A. B.), M.A. Guiuiun Whiuiit. Willi the IuUi.ui u-xt 

With many Illustrations. Demy llri. Fenf>. Hw. ar. Oi/. net. 

1$. 6 d.net. , , n/witi See also Littlu Librury, Toynbee (P.Luoi) 

;ooper(C.S.),F.R.IL.S. &enWcKtrll(W.l'.) ail ,l Vnmm (Ihm. W. Winrn'R v k J 

iorkran(Alice). Litil« I}«inlc% «»n Aii. D nr i e y (tioorgo). Sop l.iillr I,ii W y, 
lotes(Rosemary). DAN.IES GAIH h.N. jy^ r(;v / j>, j).) M.A. A NEW TpirnN 

With D OMlVrkY°EOR initiiNNEks.’ K '\vm 

irnx t’ TM OWFRS Whh’ii’Fiuiitis-piere numerotr. diagrams. < y A.y. . jr . (ll /. 
JI S“pJJ;°?S a DnudeUAlpiumse). Sep Sm.plilied hVoel 

lotton (Charles). See I.P.L. and Little Davenport (Cyril). See Comioiv.eur’ 
Library. Lilnury tuul 1 ,title Houle, on A n , 

Houlton (G. G.). CITAUCKR AND HID Davenport (.lames). TilF, WASH 
ENGLAND. With 3a Illustration'!. UOtlUNF, FAMILY. With Hi„ ;itra 

Second Edition. Demy^vo. ro». ti<(, net. limui and a Map. Rcndlvo. 9 i f . 

Cowley (Abraham). Sea Little I.iht my. Davey (Richard.), THE PAIR aN 1 ‘ 01 

Cowper (William). TIIIC I'Oh.MS. LON I it >N. With ^o liliixtutioita ii 
Edited with an Introduction and Nott-n by Colour by Juiin 1 'ni.U Yi.nvit, p.j, / H y\ui 

J. C. Bailey, M.A. Illustrated, including 1 ohunes. Jictnyi.-y. yy. net. 

two unpublished designs by William See also Kouitume. Ihstury. 

Blakk. Dentyivo. ios. 6 d.nd. Davies (Gerald b.). bee Lla» M ,is of An. 


by TI. F. Oaky 


Y >. Tun-dated 
Edited with u j,; le (J f 


Dame uud Inli'oductiiiy Noie^ | iy p A i;j-,-|- 
T<ivNiu:it, M.A.. D. Lilt, tiemv !!rsi. i.j 
THE P U R GAT Ok 10 OF DAN'l’E. 
Translated into SpniM-nun p,,,., n ^, y 
GuutiuN Whiuiit. With the lmiRn text. 
Fcaj>. ar. Ud.yet. 

See also I.ittlts Lihrury, T’oyuhee (Punet). 
and Vennm(llim. W. Waui-n). 

Dnriey (George). B«p Mule Lil,mry. 
D’Arcy (R. I’.), M.A,. A. NEW TP.tooN- 
OMkTUY, FOR BKGINNEks. With 

mimerutr. dingmius. t>. L--p, t, r . ud. 

Dnudot (Alptumse). See Sinipliiinl Fimch 
Texts. 

Davenport (Cyril). See Coiiuoiv.eur’s 
Ltlnury tuul 1 ltook*. mt An, 
Davenport (.lames). TilF, WASH- 
IKiUUNE FAM 1 I.Y, Win, lu„ ;itra . 
liomi and a Map. EovolWvo. su, 

Davey (Richard.) THE I'AGI-aNT OF 
LONDON. With ^o niu-.tiiithimi iu 
Colour by Juiin J' liM.UYmvit, U.J, f n Two 
I’oiiunes. IVinyi\-,y. y,t. nrt. 

See al*iO Rouiautie. Ili-.tury, 

I Davies (Gerald S.). Sec Clu$«it; S of An. 


Mkssus. Methuen's ('at A LOG UK 




Davies (W. O. PA I. ». l .... 


Dnvi* til. VV. CA. M.A., l-vll..« ....! 'I. i . 
uf F.dkd t\.iu 1 \<;t WO t \!M F 
TUI'. NOR U \XS AM' AMD V 1\ 
turn i •; •. \\ ill. M.ip ..ml Hhi.ti.itb :i 

i ‘i'll! I’ '.i. im. I ,i 

OawanntNelaonL ••"-(■< 1 .im.iiv.rur-.I.iti.nv 
DnWWon (Mr». Nrltum), her Little I'.mk;*»-n 
Ai I. 

Deane (A. CA. I.iiilr Liltntv, 

I leans (Storey RA. 1 11 !•- ‘1 RIALS <' 1 ’ 
I*' 1 V K t,l 1 1 K K N S : k a < a u r.i . r 
Aii.M.nN, A n i IS >11 vi.\ M.m v in 11 

ill-' Hnu M .nr Ar. l. <ir.-1 l 11 and t' u * 

I INI. HI llKHN-.VSl.lv. Willi 1 1 llllf.tl.iti.lie . 
I Urn v 11? i". i.n. <;i. «< !. 

Dearnter(Mabel). A CHILD'S LIFE (S’ 
('ll K1ST, Willi 11 lilir.ii.iiii.ii. in iMi.ti! 
I»Y K. 1 ' i'K rifM'int*Hiin'K I'Ai i. /.<i»**<('». 

ii.-'i', t.i. 


■D'l'rtlctMarKnrct). INTtlKCANAUll 
WITH A CAMERA. llhi'.ti.urd. ( >. ' 
ll.'ii yi. i•./ net. 

Delhos(L<srm). T11K METRICSYSTI.M. 

(Vs Hf,i. in. 

Dontn.it lienra. At'.A INST t’ONON AN I > 

(.‘A 1.1.1CLKS. Edited 1 »v F. Dan wit; 
Swii'T, M.A. Stiond Edition. a/. 

llfll, vii. 

Dk'ken.n (Charles), Sen Little Library. 

I. IM,., mnl ( lir in tun (i >. K.). 

Dickinson (limllyl. POEMS, Cr. !:?■,>. 

as. (id, net, 

l)lckln»on (<1. LA, M.A., FAkw uf Kin- '■ 
College, C.iiiiltuiU'r, Til K OUKlk ; 
VIEW OF 1.11-J'L AVrM Edition. Cr. ' 
fb<>, sur, (id. 1 


Dllke(Lady), Hulley (Miss), and Whitley 
(Miss). WOMEN'S WORK. (V. Urv. 
ax. 6d. 

Dillon (Edward), M.A. See Ommuiv.rur’r, 
Libtfuy, Little Hunks mi Ait, and Clnvdr. 
o( Art, 

DUchfldd (1>. 11A, M.A., I'M'..A. Till'. 
STORY OF OUR KNOL1MJ TOWNS, 
With an Intiiidwiimi hy A t't.oni o*. 
Jiyiswr, O.U. Second Edition. ( V, tiy<>. (>t. 
OLD ENGLISH CUSTOMS: Extant at 
the Present Time. ( V, 8 r’n. Ar, 

KNOUSII VILLAOKS. With too Uhi'.tra- ; 

lions. Second Edition. Cr, yjr, t<d, net. ' 
THE PARISH CLERK.. Will, ,i j 

Illir.tnuinmi. Third Edition, Eemy !W. | 
ns. 6d, uef. ' I 

TIIK OLD-TIME PARSON. With i- 

IliuHtmioiis. Second Ed Him. VtinytotvA 
7X, (id. net. 

■IK OF i 
Hen. 


Dixon (W, MA, M.A. A PHlMl 
T K N N YSO N. Third Edition, 


as. (\d. 


KNOUSII POKTUY FROM lll.AKK TO 
BROWNING, Second Edition. Cr. Bf<>, 
ax. 6 d. 


Dobbs (W. J.) ( M.A. See Textbooks cl 
Science, 


Donoy (May). SO NOS OF THE REAL. 
Cr. 8po. ;)X. 6 d. ntt. 


OoukLi-. tUusjh A. \ i'N11ON FOOT 

Will, iar lliiin .,1 s .,1 (hr 1 1 1 and t'.aral'. 
ssi.'h . l-iir.ti.iltnir. .Hid li M.tps. 

, > r: 

Uom-Iif, i.lnmril, THE MAN IN TilK 
HI I FI 1. < •. *,v. ••!. n.T. net. 


Dowtlrn tJA, 0,0.. t.md l'.i ln.p t ,r E,li n . 
I"ii,:h. H F I HER MTDJES IN TIIK 
l’R.W TK U Ulk. (V.!.-.-. flI . 

S f r al • * ( hui. lunaii'-. I .Unary. 
OratrctUA. A*-r 1:.•• 4 .*. mi r.ti-,in« ,i m. 
i"ri\rr ((*, UA, I'.O.J 1 i.O.l.., lvrj.Jns Pro- 
k • "r 11 tt'j.-sv in (hr Uiiisrrsity uf 
Osim.l. SIsUMONS ON SUHJKCTS 
ouN.M.rri .,0 WITH THE OLD 
Ti: • I' \.MEN F. O. :;.V. 6 s. 


Sir a! 1 1 Wr .llllili ,lr| t '..IliltirntaricS. 
DrytWrtkrllntr). Srr l iiih- tluidos. 

. uyhur/it(A. RA. Sn- Link It,inks im Art. 
Dull (Nora). MATILDA i iF TOSCANY. 
With uumy Ithi .tiaiimi'.. /'ry,irllrv, ms.(at. 
ntt . 


Dugultl (Charles). Sn* Hmik*; on Husiiicsa. 
Hiimiu (Alexandre). 'I'llE CRIMES OF 
THE Id IKOIAS AN D O'i'JIKRS. 
W ith tm I til r- dn.iii.ii hr H. S. Oaknbtt. 
With u Liu .Iratimr.. f >. i'.'o, fix 
LI IK CRIMES OF DRIIUN ORAN- 
DIER AND OTHERS. With a Ulustriv. 
limr.. (I.r. 

THE CRIMES OF THE MAK(jUISK 
OK HU IN VIE!.IEKS AND OTHERS. 
Wilh H lllil'tialimi'.. I ’>. il;.,i. (i\, 

TUK CRIMES (iF Al.I PACHA AND 
OTHERS, Wilh )! Uhi'.iiiiiimn. Cr.Bvo, 


MY MEMOIRS. Translated by K. M. 
Wai i nn. With an Iiituulnuiimi liy Anukuw 
W ith Ftmiii>i[ikrr!tin Photogravure. 
In -.i\ Volume*., i V. ti.r, each volume. 
Vui.. 1. ifl.iinlki. Voi.. IV. rKjti-rfl ir. 
Vi>i„ 11. i;ija«»i‘..iv V«u„ V. iB.jt'jByj. 
\‘nt,. HI. tii.'u ti- 1 ". Viu . VI. ta.rj.t.'!ij. 
MY l'k 1 S. New Iv tr.iii-.laled by A. U. At.- 
mnm'n, M.A. \Viib 16 Illu'.tratimiR by V. 
I.tmOM'tT. (‘r.lb'C. (i,r. 

See al-.ii Siiuidilied Frriuih Texts. 
Duncan (David). D.St;., 1.1..It. THE LIFE 
AND LETTERS OF HKRIlKRT 
SPENCER. With 17 Hhr.tratiomi. Ikmy 
i'vo. 1 kx. 

Dunn (J. T)„ D.Se.. nnd Mundclla (V. AA. 

OKNKRAL El,E.MEN'l'AKY.SCIENCE. 
With 114 Illu’.iiutiun'.. Second Edition, 
< V, hit* 

Dunn-Pnttlnnn (K. 1A). NAPOI.KON'S 
M ARS11 AI.S. WilhsiilllusiriitinnK. Jkmy 
f!?'a, Stiond Edition, ms, (id. net. 
Dunatan (A. ID, ll.Se. (I,<md.), See Text- 
bunk 1 , of Si inter, and Jutiiur School Hook#. 
Durham (The linrl of). A REPORT ON 
CANADA. With tm Introductory Note. 
Ikntv 8 tv. tt. (ui. net. 

Dutt(W. A.). TIIK NORFOI.K IS ROADS. 
With cidmired Illutitrathmx by Thank 
S iiurittiATK, R.Il.A, Second Edition. Cr. 
8vo. 6s, 
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jD LIFE IN EAST ANGLIA. With 
i Illustrations in colour by Frank South- 
ate, R.B.A. Second Edition. Demy 
w. 7 s. 6d. net. 

IE LITERARY ASSOCIATIONS OF 
AST ANGLIA. With 1 6 Illustrations in 
olour by W. Dexter, R.B.A., and 16 
.her Illustrations. Demy 8 vo. io s. 6d. net. 
See also Little Guides. 
lc(John), Bishop of Salisbury. M 1 CRO- 
OSMOGRAPHllC, on A PIECE OF 
HE WORLD DISCOVERED. Post 
into. as. net. 

nonds(MuJor J. E.), R.E.; D. A.Q.-M.G. 
ie Wood (\V. B irk beck), 
vardes (Tickner). THE LORE OF 
HE HONEY BEE. With, 24 Illustra- 
ons, Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

yards (Clement), M.P. RAILWAY 
ATIONA LIZATION. Second Edition , 
'evised. Crown 8nr). as. 6d. net. 
yards (W. Douglas). See Commercial 
erie.s. 

n (Pierce). See I.P.L. 
srton (H. E.), M.A. A HISTORY 
iF BRITISH COLONIAL POLICY. 
econd lid ., Revised. Demy 8 vo. 7 s. 6d. net. 
tby (C. G.). See Little Guides, 
srton (F. G.). See Stone (S. J.). 
tetus. See Aurelius (Marcus). 

.sinus. A Book called in Latin EN- 
I-IIRIDION MILITIS CHRISTIANI, 
ad in English the Manual of the Christian 
might. Ec.ap. 8 vo. 3J. 6d. net. 
kmann-Chatrian. See SiinplifiedFrench 
exts. 

tgrius. See Byzantine Texts, 
aid (Carl). TWO LEGS, and other 
Tories. Translated from the Danish 
y Alexander Teixeira de Mattos. 
ilustrated by Augusta Guest. Large Cr. 
vo. 6s. 

sklel. See Westminster Commentaries. 

:on (H. T.), li.A. See Junior Kxamina- 
on Series. 

rbrothor (W. H.), M.A. THE PHILO- 
OPI-IY OF T. II. GREEN. Second 
Edition. Cr. 8 vo. a,s. 6d. 
i (Allan). THE FLIGHT OF THE 
HNG. With over 70 Sketches and Photo- 
raphs by the Author. New and revised 
idition. Demy 87 >0. 7s. 6d. net. 

3 RET CHAMBERS AND HIDINO- 
1 LACES. With 80 Illustrations. New and 
■evised Edition. Demy Zvo. ’js.6d.net. 

VIES 11. AND HIS WIVES. With 40 
llustrations. Demy 8 ?;<?. ioa 6d. net. 

I (E. P. B.). THE FOUNDATIONS 
)F LIBERTY. Cr. 8 vo. sj. net. 

■rler (Susan). See Little Library. 

Her (T. Claxton), M.Inst. C.E. See 
looks on Business. 

ilding (Henry). See Standard Library, 
n (S. W.), M.A. See Junior Examination 
ieries. 

th (J. B.). See Little Guides. 

th (C. H.), M.A., Regius Professor of 

Modern History at Oxford. CROM¬ 


WELL'S ARMY: AHistory of the English 
Soldier during the Civil Wars, the Common- 
wealth, and the Protectorate. Cr. 8 vo. or. 

Firth (Edith E.). See Beginner’s Books 
and Junior School Books. 

FitzGerald (Edward). THE RUBAIYAT 
KHAYYAM. Printed from 
the Fifth and last Edition. With a Com¬ 
mentary by Mrs. Stephen Batson, and a 
Biography of Omar by E. D. Ross. Cr. 
&vo. 6s. See also Miniature Library. 

FitzGerald(H. P.). A CONCISE HAND¬ 
BOOK OF CLIMBERS, TWINERS, 
AND WALL SHRUBS. Illustrated. 
Reap. 8 vo. 3r. 6d. net. 

Fitzpatrick (S. A. O.). See Ancient Cities. 

Flecker (W. H.), M.A., D.C.L., Headmaster 
of the Dean Close School, Cheltenham. 
THE STUDENT’S PRAYER BOOK. 
The Text ,of Morning and Evening 
Prayer and Litany. With an Introduc¬ 
tion and Notes. Cr. 8 vo. as. 6 d. 

Fletcher (C. R. L.), M.A. See Carlyle 
( Thomas). 

Fletcher (J. S.). A BOOK OF YORK¬ 
SHIRE. With 16 Illustrations in Colour 
by Wal Paget and Frank Southgate, 
R.B.A., 16 other Illustrations and a Map. 
Demy Zvo. 7 s. 6 d. net. 

Flux (A. W.), M.A., William Dow Professor 
of Political Economy in M‘Gill University, 
Montreal. ECONOMIC PRINCIPLES. 
Demy Zvo. 7 s. 6d. net. 

Foat (F. W. G.), D.Litt., M.A. A LON¬ 
DON READER FOR YOUNG CITI¬ 
ZENS. With Plans and Illustrations. Cr. 
&?!0. is. 6d. 

Ford (H. G.), M.A., Assistant Master at 
Bristol Grammar School. See Junior School 
Books. 


Forel (A.). THE SENSES OF INSECTS. 
Translated by Macleod Yearsley. With 
2 Illustrations. Demy Zvo. iox. 6d. net. 
Fortescue (Mrs. G.). See Little Books on 
Art. 

Fouque (La Motte). SINTRAM AND 
HIS COMPANIONS. Translated by A. 
C. Farquharson. With2o Illustrationsby 
Edmund J. Sullivan, and a Frontispiece 
in Photogravure from an engraving by 
Albrecht DOrer. Demy Zvo. 7 s. 6d. net. 
Half White Vellum, 10 s. 6d. net. 

See also Simplified German Texts. 
Fraser (J. F.). ROUND THE WORLD 
ON A WHEEL. With 100 Illustrations. 
Ffth Editimi Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

French(W.), M.A. SeeTextbooksofScience. 
Freudenreich (Ed. von). DAIRY BAC¬ 
TERIOLOGY. A Short Manual for 
Stndents. Translated by J. R. Ainsworth 
Davis, M.A. Second Edition. Revised. 
Cr. Zvo. as. 61 i. 

Fursdon (F. R. M). FRENCH AND 
ENGLISH PARALLELS. Reap. Zvo. 
ar. 6d. net. _ 

Fyvie (John). TRAGEDY QUEENS OF 
THE GEORGIAN ERA. With 16 Illustra¬ 
tions. Second Ed. Demy Zvo. 1as.6d.net. 
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(Inllulirr (IManti Stead f\N f , »IA I HI 

CoMt'i.l I !■, RCi.UY F< )>UL \LI I l:, 
ON Till-, N I- W /FAl.ANi' -A;. I I M 
Wiilt i-, lllii’.l*.ili.ni:., .'.<•*.>«</ ! d. »* V»-y 

K..', ii.i.f •J.net, 

(indicium (W. M.). Srr I.itilr (‘.uidr 
UnltmttSlr Urnneli*), F.R ' ,: 1 1 1 | , o o'.; 

11 • >1 (. St , 11., (‘.mill. ; I It -it* 1' ri! >t '{ m.i;» 
(‘Mirnr, t‘rfo.i'i... nr 
MV It FK. Will. il llltt .(Minin’’. fh,*J 
Fditi.’H. /Vi'-c ’ i\ I ... hd. tit/. 
(inmlmdoCOeoflrey, llaq.). Srr LIU.. 
Harnett (Lucy M. J.) 'I UK ‘(CKKIKll 
I'I'.t H'Ll*. I ! Iti iij S. ii t a 1 Lti t , Him ii. im •. 
IlO IKV !i A Ml If. '1 1 U II V )<IK>.,AI<U I KlSU-*. I l< 

l.ii'K, Willi v% llhiMi«itioir>< Itov I'-it*. 

Ml. tut. net. 

Hanked (Mrw.1. Srr Little Lilo.uy, Ki.m 
thud I.ihi.iiy mu! Si'qirnnv Niivrh. 
(Innquet, Uir Kirin Urv, AhL.i, O.K.R, ,\rr 
Antii|ii,iiy\ lliHik'i. 

(ioe(Henry), U.H., F.R. A. Vc llaiidh.nA-. 

uf 1mh;Ii'.1i Clniii h I li-.iuiy. 

()enrge(H. BO, M.A., Frli..w..rNrw( '"llrfr 
Oih.rd, RATTLES UK ENGLISH Ills 
TORY. Wiilt mimrn.in J'l.iu*.. Feurth 
Fdit/m Ktv:\r.f, fn, 

A HISTORICAL UKiiUitAl’tlY OF TUK 
IIRITISU KM 1*1 RK, Fnutlh /uiitn’M. 
< V. liiv, .|jf. (id, 

(libbing (M. tin B.I, I.iti.D., M.A IX. 
HUsTUY IN KNtil.AN It : 1 US I OK I 
(’At. OUTt.INKS. Wiilt .. Mujn. Fifth 
f'ditim. (>ewy H?vt, jut, 

TUK INDUSTRIAL HISTORY OF 
10NCI LA N11. Willi Maps mui I'lsiti-., 
Hftetnth Fdiiii'n, Hetdied, t.V. it, 
ENGLISH SOCIAL RK FORMERS, 
Stsond O, liv'd, a.id. 

, Hco nhu 1 lmllirlil (R. A.)., and CWitnri 
ruil Ko ir;i. 

tllbbon (Edward). M KM ones OF MV 
LIFK AND WR1T1NI i.S. Edited hy 
V, tllKRtlKt It Ills,!,, I.L.l) IV, fi.’it. fit. 

#thk iiioclink And fall of thk 
Roman km kirk. Kiiiini. with Nutr*., 

Appendices, and Mujm, Ly J, II, Hruv. 
ALA., Lilt,!),. Krgiun I'rnft’v.iiruf Modem 
History hi (‘iimliruUir, llhiitrfttrd. /*» 


finch for. (id. net. 

Qibb# (Philip), TUK ROMANCK OF 
OKORCIK VII.L 1 KRS : FIRST DURF. 

mfOf/YuotrA.« . «.»< . «4. .», 


AN» WQMKN OF THE STUART 
COURT. With so llluutratiwis. Strend 
Etiiiim. fitmv Bve . net, 

Qlbson (B« C. S.j, D.U., Lord iSisluip nf 
OloucesUi*, Reo Wwtminittir CwmiiMiiurirn, 


Ulovn.' . 1. R .), M.A., Frllmv nnd Classical 
• > r „ 1,1 St> J"*' 1 ' *• (‘"llriio, Cambriilge. 
MU'. O <XI LIFT OF R F I.UilONS IN 
•Mil-' FAUt.Y HUMAN KM 1‘IRE. 
i . ij v.v. ui. net. 

(lmHu>y U;U/ithftl»!. A UOoK OF RE- 
Ml .MlIRANl F,. Kcimt Lyiii-.d Srlnainns 
F« ririy ,l,iy in tl,n Vr.iv, Anaui'.iul by. 
Kd. ■»:./ / / i .if, a.?. (J. net. 

KXOLISIM HI LI 'R KN 1 \ THK OI.DKN 
IIMK. Wuh Ulii-.u .uiuii'i. Second 

l <(>!:.•'!. 1 1. ■< i- y.i. (uf, net. 

(hiillt’y {A. D. I, M.A., Frlliiw <u’ Mapdnlm 
C.dlr -r, OM..I.1. OXFORD IN TUK 

I ion TKKN I It CKNTtlRV. With ifi 
Ilhr llati-'ii.. tifiOHi/ lidititm. Dttlty Zvo, 
71. f-J, net, 

AF.11 jin! li-.linl in a C’ulimial I'Ulition. 
l.VUA FkIVOLA. Fontth Jufition, Feat. 

VF RSFS 'to OkDF.lC Sctomf Kdition , 

fu.it*. Tr.». -jr. r ./. 

SKI O.X0 snu.XUS. /•;,//. Ilm vs. Oil. 
Uoldamlth (Oliver). Srr I.T.J.. and Stan- 
Raid Lihrary. 

(loll (AutrufiO. CRIMINAL TYPES IN 
MIAKF.SJ'KARK. Auihmif.rd 'L'mnsla- 
li.'ii limn Utr H.nii*.h hy Mrs. Chaki.us 
W nn.r*.. (V.H.-v. si.net. 

(Imitme (<L I..). Srr Aiuiiiuary'sRook*. 
(lordunCLlmt I>uff)(Mrr..Aiiiirry Waterfield), 
HOME LIT K IN ITALY: I.kttkrs 
r hum 1 mi Ai UNtJiriii'i. With i t Illiiidra- 
Eimr. hy Ai ina-v W a 1 itiiKlKi.U aliil is Illus- 
tralinir. fi-.ui I'liutunimdis. Amwi Rdi- 
twn. f'ent - F.".'. mi, ( id.net. 

(luritt (Rt, Htin. f Sir John). Sra New 
Li la aty of Mrln irir, 

UostUngUTimccsMO. THK HRF.TONS 
A I‘ fliiMI’, Wuh 14 lllu'.tratiun.i in 
(‘■diitir hy Oam'un Fa:u v Li'ncukk, mid 

II Ir.iiit i'lu>ti>r,iu|>lt-.. Ferny Uw, lor. 6«', 
net, 

Uoudjfe (II. I..), M.A., l 5 <imipul of Wells 
Tlirxlur'ii at Cidlr^r. Srr Wr .tmiusterConi- 
mruuiir-,. 

(Irtihtun (Harry). A OROUR OF SCOT- 
TlSlt \V( i.M j .N, With 16 Illitstriitions. 
Ffi<wd fdtlti'ft. f'etnv i!rv». inf. (id. net. 
(Irttlumi (IL Andersmu. THK RlJuAl. 
FiXol ICS. '1 hr ihnldrm of the Village 
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GREEK AND LATIN SYNTAX. 
Second Ed. revised. Crown 8wo. 3.?. 6 d. 
•een (Mary Anne Everett). ELIZA¬ 
BETH; ELECTRESS PALATINE AND 
QUEEN OF BOHEMIA. Revised by 
her Niece S. C. Lomas. With a Prefatory 
Note by A. W. Ward, Litt.D. Demy 8 vo. 
xos. 6d. net. 

•eenidge (A.H. J.),M.A.,D.L<tt. AHIS- 
TORYOF ROME : From the Tribunate of 
Tiberius Gracchus to the end of the Jugur- 
thine War, n.c. 133-104. Dewy 8 vo. 

1 or. 6d. net. 

regory (Miss E. C.). See Library of 
Devotion. 

rubb(H. C.). See Textbooks of Technology, 
wynn (Stephen), M.P. A HOLIDAY IN 
CONNEMARA. With 16 Illustrations. 
Demy 8 vo. tor. 6d. net. 
adfield (R. A.) and GIbbins (H. de B.). 
A SHORTER WORKING DAY. Cr. 
8 vo. as. 6d. 

fall (Cyril). THE YOUNG CARPEN¬ 
TER. With Diagrams, and Illustra¬ 
tions. Cr. 8 vo. $s. 

all (Hammond). THE YOUNG EN- 
GINEER: or Modern Engines and 
their Models. With 8s Illustrations. 
Second Edition. Cr.Evo. 5s. 

11 (Mary). A WOMAN’S TREK FROM 
THE CAPE TO CAIRO. With 64 Illus- 
trations and 2 Maps. Second Edition. 
Demy 8 vo. x&s. net. 

mnel (Prank). FAMOUS FRENCH 
SALON S. With 20 Illustrations. 
Third Edition. Demy 87 >0. 12r. 61 i. net. 
annay (D.). A SHORT HISTORY OF 
THE ROYAL NAVY. Vol. I., 1217-1688. 
Vol. II., 1689-1813. DemyEvo. Eachys. 6d. 
net. 

annay (James O.), M.A. THE SPIRIT 
AND ORIGIN OF CHRISTIAN 
MONASTICISM. Cr. 8 vo. 6r. 

IE WISDOM OF THE DESERT. Fcaj,. 
8 vo. 31. 6d. net. 

ardle (Martin). See Connoisseur’s Library, 
are (A. T,), M.A. THE CONSTRUC¬ 
TION OF LARGE INDUCTION COILS. 
With 33 Illustrations. Demy 8 vo. 6r. 
arker (Alfred), M. A., F.R.S., Fellow of St. 
John’s College, and Lecturer in Petrology in 
the University of Cambridge. THE 
NATURAL HISTORY OF IGNEOUS 
ROCKS. With 112 Diagramsand 2 Plates. 
Demy 8 vo. 1 sr. 6d. net. 
arper (Charles O.). THE AUTOCAR 
ROAD-BOOK. In three Volumes. Crown 
8 vo. Each 7r. 6d. net. 

Vol. 1.—-South oe the Thames. 
arvey (Alfred), M.B. See Ancient Cities 
and Antiquary’s Books, 
awthorne (Nathaniel). See Little Library. 
Headley (P. W.). DARWINISM AND 
MODERN SOCIALISM. Cr. 8 vo. 5*. 
net. 

leath (Frank R.). See Little Guides. 


Heath (Dudley). See Connoisseur's Library. 

Henderson (B. W.), Fellow of Exeter 
College, Oxford. THE LIFE AND 
PRINCIPATE OF THE EMPEROR 
NERO. Illustrated. New and cheaper 
issue. Demy 8 vo. 7s. 6d. net. 

AT INTERVALS. EcapZvo. as. 6d. net. 

Henderson (M. Sturge). GEORGE 
MEREDITH; NOVELIST, POET, 
REFORMER, With a Portrait in Photo¬ 
gravure. Second Edition. Crown 8 vo. 6s. 

Henderson (T. F.). See Little Library and 
Oxford Biographies. 


Henderson (T. F.), and Watt (Francis). 
SCOTLAND OF TO-DAY. With 20 
Illustrations in colour and 24 other Illus¬ 
trations. Second Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 


Henley (W. E.). ENGLISH LYRICS. 
CHAUCER TO POE, 1340-1849. Second 
Edition. Cr. Eva. as. 6d. net. 


Henley(W.E.)andWhibley(C.) A BOOK 
OF ENGLISH PROSE, CHARACTER, 
AND INCIDENT, 1387-1649. Cr. Eve. 
as. 6eL net. 

Herbert (.George). See Library of Devotion. 
Herbert of Cherbury (Lord). See Minia¬ 
ture Library. 

Hett (Walter S.), B.A. A SHORT HIS¬ 
TORY OF GREECE TO THE DEATH 
OF ALEXANDER THE GREAT. With 
3 Maps and 4 Plans. Cr. 8vo. 3r. 6d. 
Hewins (W. A. S.), B.A. ENGLISH 
TRADE AND FINANCE IN THE 
SEVENTEENTH CENTURY. Cr.Zvo. 

as. 6d. 

Hewitt (Ethel M.) A GOLDEN DIAL. 
A Day Book of Prose and Verse. Fcap. 
8 vo. as. 6 d. net. 

Hey (H.), Inspector, Surrey Education Com¬ 
mittee, and Rose (G. H.), City and Guilds 
Woodwork Teacher. A WOODWORK 
CLASS-BOOK. Pt. I. Illustrated. 4 to. 


as. ... 

Heywood (W.). See St. Francis of Assisi. 
Hill (Clare). S ee Textbooks of Technology. 
*HiIl (GeorgeFrancis). ONEHUNDRED 
MASTERPIECES OF SCULPTURE, 
with xoi Illustrations. Demy 8 vo. xos. 6d. 
net. 

Hill (Henry), B.A., Headmaster of the Boy’s 
High School, Worcester, Cape Colony. A 
SOUTH AFRICAN ARITHMETIC. 
Cr. 8 vo. 3-1. 6d. 

Hind(C. Lewis). DAYS IN CORNWALL. 
With 16 Illustrations in Colour by WntUAM 
Pascoe, and 20 other Illustrations and a 
Map. Second Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6r. 


Hirst (F. W.) See Books on Business. 
Hobhouse (L. T.), late Fellow of C.C.C., 
Oxford. THE THEORY OF KNOW¬ 
LEDGE. Demy 8 vo. xos. 6d. net. 
Hobson (J. A.), M.A. INTERNATIONAL 
TRADE : A Study of Economic Principles. 
Cr. 8170. 2.7. 6d. net. 

PROBLEMS OF POVERTY. An Inquiry 
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Into the Imhriiriitl Comliiion r! thr t‘. mu. 
.Seventh / tfiiit'H, ('•. Ev . f d 
THE I'lfniU.KM OF Till, UNI M- 
PLOYEU. th /./(//.'«. t *.-V.\ -tt.'.t. 
Ilodgrcttn (IL A, Hrnvley). ‘I t< >. t n| !' V | 
OP HI I,.;.IA IN 'I 111 '. N l N !■ IT.KN II!' 
CENTURY. Hull .1 Ulu ,n ui'ir,, f>.> 
1 ‘tdunte*. th'inv ’J4>. Hi!. . 

Hodgkin (T,)i I' C.I.. 1 "« Lr.t.h i 

Kflicjut*. 

UotIipif»n(Mr«. W.) !!■ >WTn II'l N ! !H j 
OLD CHIN 1 :.K POkl TLAI N. W.ili , , 
IllU'.tl'.ttiulr., ,V. .'Hit i diti.'H. /V* f s. 

Iltildeu-Stunc UI. del. See It,..A, mi, 
IlltMliev,, 

Holdleli (Sir T. HA. K.U.l.F. , C.H.. F.H.A. 
THK INDIAN UOEliEl. KAMI, i’!".i 
iikhi, Willi uJ UhiMMtiuii'. am! a M.>p. 
Second Edition, Cento Uni. ms mf. 
Hold«worth(\V. H.\ D.C.I.. A UtsTOU Y 
up KNt;i,i;;ii i.AW. in tout / w u ,-r, 1 
iw.f. /., //., iff. i'<■>,.v tv... i a,-, ; 

tux. fid. net, 

Hollnnd (Clive). TYUOJ, AND I !' 1 ’. j 
l*K,t iPLK, Wnlt tft lllii iiutinii'. in C'»E>u 
by Ainu an KI'm. o., mikI ii ntlirr lllu <ti.i j 
urnei. A ‘uiy H.-v*. un, M, net. ■ 

Holland (it. Scntl), Cmum of Si, Paul'., j 
See Newm.ui (I. 11 .). 

UoUInga (M. A.), M.A. ! irr Sit. A|;rn <>( 
European llisitiiry. 

HoUway-Cnlthrop til. C.), Lit<- of lUllEI 
Collette, Oxlmtl; lbirmr ol Eton ('nib •>, 
PETRARCH: HIS I,IKK, WORK, AM* 
TIMES. Wiiit a 4 IlluMratimi-i. Pemv j 
Bw. vjx. 6d. net. 

Holmes (T. Scott). Srr Ancient Citie.. ' 
Holyoake«L J.). TUK CO-OPERATIVE ! 
MOVEMENT OF Ti l-l »A V. Fourth Ed. j 
Cr. Rw. nr. hd. 

Homo (Nathaniel J,), See AntiiitnuvVi Hook-., ' 
Hook (A.) HUMANITY AND ITS . 

PROlSLKMH. t ’>, Hvii, 1,0 net. i 

Hoppner. See, Littlr tiulierie',, 

Horace. See (Tuv.ii ul Trmr.l.ainu-.. ! 

Horsbnrtrh (Ii. l„ H.), M.A, LORENZO 
THE MAGNIFICENT: a mi Fuiukni y. 
IN HUH ()m.t>KN Ai.u. With-44 llho.tiutioir, 
and a Mapt». Second Edition, Ctnty B.-n. 
tSf, net. 

WATERLOO : Witli Plan:,. Second Edition. 
Cr. five, gx. 

See ulftn Oxford niograpliieii. 

Worth (A. C«). SeeTextbook*of Tpt.hnuliifty. 
Horton (R. F,), D, 1 ), See Letwlcrsnf RdiHiim. 
Hosie(Alexander). MANCHURIA, with 
no IlluHtratloiih uml a Mmji. Second ft ditto n. 
Dentv Bw, <is, td. net, 

HOW (P. D.), SIX GREAT SCHOOL 
MASTERS. With 13 Illmamtiom., Second 
Edition. Dtimv Bve. ns. (id, 

Howoii (A. (J. I 5 errer«), FRANCISCAN 
DAYS. DritiK Selections fm every tbiv in 
the year from ancient Frunebuiiui vvriilnj;*.. 
Cr, wo, 3 /. 6d. ml. 

Howell( 0 .). TRADE UNIONISM-Nkw 
and Ou>. Fourth Edition, Cr, &no. 


HmrtTins (Kir WUUiun), K.CMl., o M 
o.f.l . 1 .1:. T HE IG>YALSOCIETY; 

I" m ‘.i 1 i*i 'll 11 ; Si'Anc an!) in run 
0; si- ■‘ - M1U1 niu-.u.uiiin-i. Wide 

L’.-i.t! 1.; i. 41. <• i, tiff. 

Huh lira tC. H. 1. THE T’RAISE OF 


>11 ART. .ITALI' 
!•' v. M idi .1 !’, 

/ ‘4* if} V V, V. I n, f ’* 


An Kncli-.li AntUo. 

. e l,y Sll.NHY X.KK. 
’« 1 ' *'(*%% 

Ht«tr«i (Vkdir). : > ' im|.lili.'d Fmi. li Texts. 
Hutton {SummH J : .). T HE CLERK. OP 
OViOkli IN b It 'Tit iN. With 13 
Illu-.ii.iii> *ir.. / Voir i v. net, 

Ilumo (Martin), M.A. .See Hunumic His- 

! '»V 


Ilutcitlnamt (Horace U.) ’ITIK NEW 
HlRl'.J. 1 i!tr 11. lint in ruinin' with 
v* 1T> tme'i by Wai ikk Tvnuai.k mu! 4 
by I.ct V Ki Mt -Wt 1.111. Third Edition. 
(V Rr.i. fu. 


Hutton (A. W.I, M.A. See I.ruders of 
Reiir.iuu and I.il'i.ny id I Irvutimi, 

Htittnn (l.'dwimD. THE CITIES OP 
UMStRl \. \\ ub v. 1 Illustrations in Colour 
by A. IT'.A.aiul 1 mtliri Ubuitialiulr,. Third 

I o'. ■‘t. t •. • fu, 

THE CJ I'lEs < 'P SPUN. With a 4 Ulus, 
tiaiiuir. in ('• l**nt, bv A. W. Kiminciton, 
an other Ilhr.ti 5 .mu . uml a Mali. Third 
l dih.itt. « r. I'.'C. fn. 

Pt.OUENCE AND THE CITIES OF 
N O R T II M N T ! I SPA N Y, WITH 
OENl i.\, Willi in lllu .li.iliuiis in Culuur 
I'V Vms mam pAtfkii; 1 in, uml tfi other 
llltisir.iii.'U i. Sctiind A '.Hon. t'l.iU’o, (>s. 

ENOl.R.H LOVE POEMS. Ediied with 
un Imi'iilm lii'ii. h\at>, ::,’ii. 'ir, i\d. net. 

COUNT RY WALKSAlit HITFI.oKENCE. 
With 44 1 it.iwiinri bv A1 tut. ah iic Mahhu 
utul vn utlier lllu .ii.tlioiiN. Ecttp. Boo. 
\i. net, 

IN UNKNOWN TUSCANY. With nn 
Ajijiruiii'. hy \V|| 1 i,\.| HkVWiMUi. Wahl! 
liin ti.iiiuii. inCtiltiut uml vHtithem. Second 
i 'ditton. t ‘enty tlj'.i, ys. hd.net. 

"ROME. Wiili if* Ilhr.tiuliuii'. in Colour l>y 
Maxwhi.i. Ai.mi iri.n, ami iu other Illustru- 
tiims. < *>'. I'-, 'tt, fu. 

Hutton (it. HD. S'e Lraibr. iifiTiTieion. 

Hutton fVV. HA M. A. T III. LIFE up 
SIR THOM. \S MOKE. With Portrait:, 
filter Drattin^'i hy JIui.hkin. Second 
Edition. Cr.Y.iv. •;«. 

See also i.rjulei nf KiTij'ioil. 

Hyde (A. < 1.1 OKoROE HERHERT ANU 
IDS TIMES. With ,j • lllu'.tr.uiuus. 
Prmv hd. net. 


11 yvttO'. A.X FIT )R I'.NCE : Hi-w Utvnmv 
ANU Alfl T(l'I lit! FaI.I. ur'! Hh Rkt'OtlUC. 
t'emv Brii, 7«. M, net. 

Iboen (Henrik). ItRAND. A Drama. 
Tntu*ilul«i by Wtt.t.tAM WtrsoN. Third 
Edition. Cr. Rni. -(r. (»i, 

Inge (W. R.), M.A., I'Vllnw and Tutor of 
Hertford College, (Ixfnul. CHRISTIAN 
MYSTHHSM. (The Rumriton lecture* of 
iRot).) f/riHV Hf'fi. ivr. (ut. net. 





General Literature 


13 


COLONIES OF 
1497-1703. With 


inesfA. D.), M.A. A HISTORY OF THE , 
BRITISH IN INDIA. With Maps and 1 
Plans. Cr. 8m 6 s. 

NOLAND UNDER THE TUDORS. 
With Maps. Second Edition. Demy 8 vs. 

1 ox. 6d. net. 

ones (Mary). SCHOOLS OF PAINT- 
ING. With 76 Illustrations. Cr. 8 vo. 

5 s. net. 

aiah. See Churchman's Bible, 
lekson (C. E.), B.A. See Textbooks of 
Science. 

ickson (S.), M.A. See Commercial Series, 
ickson (F. Hamilton). See Little Guides, 
icob (F.), M.A. See Junior Examination 
Series. 

mns (J. Stephen). TRUSTS, POOLS, 
AND CORNERS AS AFFECTING 
COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY. Cr. 

8 vo. ax, 6 d. 

See also Books on Business, 
ebb (Camilla). A STAR OF THE 
SALONS : Julie dk Lespinasse. With 
20 Illustrations. Demy 8? w. xox. 6d. net. 
ffery (Reginald W.), M.A. THE 
HISTORY OF THE THIRTEEN 
‘ -- NORTH AMERICA 
8 Illustrations and a 
Map. Demy 8 vo. ns. 6d. net. 
elfreys (D. Gwyn). DOLLY’S THEATRI¬ 
CALS. Super Royal i6»io. 2 s. 6d. 
enks(E.), M.A..B.C.L. AN OUTLINE 
OF ENGLISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 
Second Ed. Revised by R. C. IC. Ensor, 
M.A. Cr. 8 vo. 2S. 6d. 
enner (Mrs. H.). See Little Books on Art. 
enninjgs(A. C.), M.A. See Handbooks of 
English Church History, 
ennings (Oscar), M.D. EARLY WOOD- 
CUT INITIALS. Demy fa. ns.net. 
Jernlngham (Charles Edward). THE 
MAXIMS OF MARMADUKE. Crown 
8 vo. 5s. 

essopp (Augustus), D.D. See Leaders of 
Religion. . ... 

evons (F. B.), M.A., Litt.D., Principal of 
I-Iatfield Hall, Durham. RELIGION 
IN EVOLUTION. Cr. Sue. 3s. 6d. net. 

See also Churchman's Library and Hand¬ 
books of Theology. . 

olinson (A. H.), M.A. See Six Ages of 
European History. _ 

ohnston (Sir H. H.), IC.C.B. BRITISH 
CENTRAL AFRICA. With nearly 200 
Illustrations and Six Maps. Third Edition. 
Cr. 4 to. x8x. net. . 

lones (H.). See Commercial Series. 

[ones (H. F.). See Textbooks of Science, 
[ones (L. A. Atherley), K.C., M.P., and 
Bellot (Hugh H. L.), M.A., D.C.L. 
THE MINER'S GUIDE TO THE COAL 
MINES REGULATION ACTS AND 
THE LAW OF EMPLOYERS AND 
WORKMEN. Cr. 8 vo. as. 6d. net. 
COMMERCE IN WAR. Roya.l8va.vis. net. 
lones (R. Compton), M.A, POEMS OF 
THE INNER LIFE. Selected by. Thir¬ 
teenth Edition. Fcap.8vo. as.6d.net. 


Jonson (Ben). See Standard Library. 

Julian (Lady) of Norwich. REVELA¬ 
TIONS OF DIVINE LOVE. Ed.by Grace 
Warrack. Third Ed. Cr. 8 vo. 3s. 6 d. 
Juvenal. See Classical Translations. 
‘Kappa.’ LET YOUTH BUT KNOW: 
A Plea for Reason in Education. Cr. 8vo. 

3x. 6 d. net. 

Kauimann (M.), M.A. SOCIALISM AND 
MODERN THOUGHT. SccondEdition 
Revised and Enlarged. Cr. 8 vo. 2x, 6 d. 
net. 

Keats (John). THE POEMS. Edited 
withlntroduction and Notes by E. de S£un- 
COUrt, M.A. With a Frontispiece in 
Photogravure. Second Edition Revised. 
Demy 8 vo. 7x. 6 d. net. 

REALMS OF GOLD. Selections from the 
Works of. Fcap. 8 vo. 3X. 6 d. net. 

See also Little Library and Standard 
Library. 

Keble (John). THE CHRISTIAN YEAR. 
With an Introduction and Notesby W. Lock, 
D.D., Warden of Keble College. Illustrated 
byR. AnningBell. ThirdEdition. Fcap. 

8 m 3X. 6 d. ; padded morocco, sx. 

See also Library o fDcvotion. 

Kelynack (T. N.), M.D., M.R.C.P. See 
New Library of Medicine. 

Ketnpis (Thomas ft). THE IMITATION 
OF CHRIST. With an Introduction by 
Dean Farrar. Illustrated by C. M. Gere. 
Third Edition . Fcap. 8 vo. 3x. 6 d.; padded 
morocco, sx. 

Also Translated by C. Bigg, D.D. Cr. 
8 vo. 3X. 6 d. 

See also Montmorency (J. E. G. de)., 
Library of Devotion, and Standard Library. 
Kennedy (James Houghton), D.D., Assist¬ 
ant Lecturer in Divinity in the University of 
Dublin. See St. Paul. 

Kerr (S. Parnell). GEORGE SELWYN 
AND THE WITS. With 16 Illustrations. 
Demy 8 vo. sis. 6 d. net. 

Kimmins (C. W.), M.A. THE CHEMIS* 
TRY OF LIFE AND HEALTH. Ulus- 


trated. Cr. 8 vo. 2s. 6d. 

Kinglake (A. W.). See Little Library. 
KipOng (Rudyard). BARBACK-ROOM 
BALLADS, gzth Thousand. Twenty- 
sixth Edition. Cr. 8m 6x. Also Fcap. 


8m Leather. 5x. _ 

THE SEVEN SEAS. 79 th Thousand. 
Fifteenth Edition. Cr. 8m 6 s. Also 
Fcap. 8m Leather, sx. 

THE FIVE NATIONS. 66 th Thousand. 
Fifth Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. Also 
Fcap. 8 vo. Leather, sx- 
DEPARTMENTALDITTIES. Seventeenth 
Edition. Cr. 8m 6 s. Also Fcap. 8 vo, 

Knighf [Albert E.).. THE COMPLETE 
CRICKETER With 50 Illustrations. 
Demy 8m 7X. 6 d. net. 

Knowling (R- J.), M.A., Professor of New 
Testament Exegesis at Kings College, 
London. See W estminster Commentaries. 
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Knox (Winifred P.). T1IK COHUT OK A 
SAINT. With «t. lllU’.U /'«tnv R*v. 

tor, 6i/. «rA 

KrnpotKln (Prince). Till''. TFRKoU IN 
RUSSIA. Se.tHih Idifien t*. >-re. 
!'»/. 

Mboulnyo (Edouard). See Simpldird 

l'')fti! It TfU'.. 

Kami)(Charle* tmil Mary), THE Yi OURS, 
Edited hy K. V. Lm a -. llUr.tr.itrd. In 
Seven IWinnes. / Vm* fkv. v«. (,f. e>t> h, 
Heeahm Little Lthr.it v «ml l.tit .»•. (I*. V.) 
Lambert (P. A. If.). See Little duide-,. 
Lnmbron(Professor .H, P.). Set- lty/antmr 
Texet. . . 

Lane** Poole (Stanley). A UINTORV op 
KtiVl’TIN TUN Ml DELE AGES. With 
jot lllittilnithmi ami a Map. ft. Brv. nr. 
Lanabrldge(P.),M.A. IIAI.LADHOFTHK 
11 RAVN: I'ni'ini nf Cldvahy, F'.nterpir.e, 
Courage, m»l Coiihtawy. Third Kdition. 

{ V, Htw. mx. tut , 

Lnnkeafer (Sir 13 . Ray), K.C.B., F.U.S. 
SCIENCE FROM AN MANY CHAIR. 
With utility Illustration'., of which a arc in 
Colour. (V. Hrv. to. 

I»aw (William)., Kt-o Library of Devotion 

mnl Kuiulmd l.ilirmy. . 

Leach (jlonry). THE KI'IRI l OF illF, 
LINKS. CV. Rw. 6r. 

Sea also )haid (Jumna). 

Lc Bra* (Anntolo). THK LAND OP 
PARDONS. Translated hy KuANtm; M. 
OohTl.tNii. With m llluniratiouM tit Dolour 
hy 1 ’. C. dim'll, niul 40 other lllir.trutiona. 
Thin/ Kdition, Crown Bvo. Ox. 

Leon (Beatrice). See Six Ages of European 

Lees (Frederick). A SUMMER IN 
TOURAINE. With t« lIluMmtinm m 
Colour hy Maxwh.i. Aiimi'iri.ii, mid Uy 
from 1 ’hotonraplis. Also a Map, Second 
Kdition, Dotty 8w. n«. A/, net. 
Lehmann(R.C.f. M.l*. THECOMPLETE 
OARSMAN. Whlisy HUifitratnms. Demy 
Bvo. ids. 6 d. net, 

Lewes(V, B,), M.A. AIR AND WATER. 

Illustrated, f>. ox. hi, 

Lewis (U. M. Ciwyn). A CONCISE 
11 AND HOOK OF CARDEN .SHRUBS. 
WithaoIllUKtratiimi. FeaJ>, Bvo. ^s.(<d. net. 
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Locker (P.). See Little Library. 

Lodge (Sir Ollverl, K.R.S. THE SUB. 

S t ANOK OK KAI I’ll, ALU FID WITH 
SCIENCE: A ' Cutri'liism fur Parents 
mot Tr.it her., Ninth Kd. fV*. m net. 

MAN AND I 11 K DNIVKKSK : A Study 
it Titte Dih.i'pni k of 'not Auvanck in 
St it n i ti n: Kn.hvi.mk;i! ucun ouii un- 
UMi-.rAtltllNU ill- Cnum'nANl'VY. Sixth 
Kdithn, ltony !!,■'.>. 7t. tut, net. 

•THE SDK VIVAL OF MAN: A Study or 
Unkki.ui.no.i n Human Facui.ty. Demy 
h’f.i, yv. (i,A net. 

Lodge (Eleanor C.). See Six Ages of 
F.tinipran History. 

Lofthou*o(W. P.), M.A. ETHICS AND 
AT ON KM KNT. With a Frontispiece. 
he tnv Rro. sx. net. 

Longfellow (II. W.). See Little T.iiirary. 

Lorlmcr (George Horace). T,FITTERS 
FROM A SELF-MADE MERCHANT 
T'O IUS SON. Seventeenth Edition, Cr. 

B i'0, |t. tut. 

OLD CORCON dRAHAM. Second Edition. 
Cr. R?‘0, (it, 

*Lorlmer (Norma). IlY THE WATF'.RS 
OF KOYPT. With ia Illioitratiuns in 
Odour hy IIknthn F'i.k tciikr, and other 
niimtraiiiiiitu Demy R.-o. Uis.net. 

Lover (Samuel). See, I. P.T.. 

Lucas (H. V.). THE LIFE OK CHARLES 
LAMJh With wH Ilhistratioiu.. Fourth 
itrni Devised Kdition in One Volume, 
hernv H?m. 7 f, (id. tut, 

A WANDFiRKK IN HOLLAND. With 
mu illH-UratiniiN in tlulour hy IlnitmtttT 
M AitsiiAi.t.. i.| IlluMirutiutw after old Dutch 
M»>.tcr*s, and a Map. Ninth Kdition. 
Cr, Rvr. o*. 

A WANDFIKER IN LONDON. With t6 
llUtatratitmt in t'olour hy Nm.min Dawson. 

utlier IlluMiatiuiis itud a Map. Seventh 
Fdilien. Cr, fix. 

A WANDERER IN PARIS. With if. Ulus- 
{rations in Colour hy Wai.tku Dkxthr, 
and jm from Photographs after Old Masters. 
Set ond hdition. Cr. Hi*y>. <u. 

I'll E OPEN ROAD : a Little Rook fur Way- 
farms. Fifteenth Fdition. Fcctfi. 8»u. jx. ; 
India. Pttier, y.t, (vf, 

THE FRIENDLY TOWN : a Little Book 


Rea. <tx.; India Paler, js. (d. 
FIRESIDE AND SUNSHINE. Fourth 
Kdition. Fui/>. Rw. sx. w , 

CHARACTER AND COMEDY. •Fourth 
Kdition. Fert/i. Rrw. sx. . 

THE GENTLEST ART. A Choice of 
Lrttmt by Etitertaining Hands. Fifth 

Kdition, Path Rx'fl. fix, . 

ASWAN AND IlERFklKNDS. With24 
Illtwtratitms, DemyBvo. rjs.tid.net. 
HER INFINITE VARIETY : A FaMimNH 
Portrait Gaulurv. Fourth Mtiton. 
Fcap. Bvo. gx. .. 

LISTENER’S LURE: An OnugiiK Nar- 
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OD COMPANY: A Rally of Men. 
•ap. 8c w. s-f. 

1 DAY AND ANOTHER: A Volume 
r Essays. Fcaf>. 8 vo . 5r. 

SR BEMERTON'S: An Easy-Going 
tlllONicui. Sixth Edition. Fcap. 8 vo. 5.?. 

See also Lamb (Charles), 
an. See Classical Translations. 

(L. W.), M.A. See Commercial Series, 
on (Noel S.). A PRELIMINARY 
EOMETRY. With numerous Diagrams. 
K Zvo. zs. 

See also Junior School Books, 
telton (Hon. Mrs. A.). WOMEN AND 
HEIR WORK. Cr. 8 vo. os. 6d. 

[R.). TI-IE THOUGHTS OF LUCIA 
AL 1 DAY. With some of her Letters, 
dited by R. M. Fcap. 8w. os. 6d. net. 
aulay (Lord). CRITICAL AND HIS- 
ORICAL ESSAYS. Edited by F. C. Mon- 
kgue, M.A. Three Volumes. Cr. 8 no. zBs. 
lien (J. E. B.), M.A. See Commercial 
rics. 

labe (Joseph) (formerly Very Rev. F. 
ntony, O.S. F.j. THE DECAY OF THE 
HURCI-I OF ROME. Demy Zvo. 7 s. 6d. 
■t. 

Cunn (Florence A.). MARY 
T U A R T. With 44 Illustrations, in 
tiding a Frontispiece in Photogravure. 
cw and Cheaper Edition. Large Cr. 8 vo. 

See also Leaders of Religion. 

)ermott(E. R.). See Books on Business, 
lougall (William), M.A. (Oxon., M.B. 
Ian tab.). AN INTRODUCTION TO 
3 CIAL PSYCHOLOGY. Cr.Zvo. ss.net. 
o\vall(A. Js ). See Oxford Biographies. 
Fie (Ronald C.), M.A., M.B. See New 
brary of Medicine. 

kay (A. M.), B.A. See Churchman’s 
brary. 

kenzle (W. Leslie), M.A., M.D., 
.P.II., etc. THE HEALTH OF THE 
IHOOL CHILD. Cr. 8vo. os. 6d. 
kiln (Herbert W.), M.A. See Anti- 
tary ’s Books. 

[elle (A.. H.), B.D. See Westminster 
tmmentnries. 

[lie Mori ’ (Author of). ST. CATIIER- 
IE OF SIENA, AND HER TIMES, 
’itli 28 Illustrations. Second Edition, 
emy 8 vo. ns. 6d. net. 
terlinck "(Maurice). THE BLUE 
[RD: A Fairy Play in Five Acts. 
ranslated by Alexander Teixera de 
attos. Second Edition. Fcap. 8 vo. 
eckle Edges. 3 s. 6d. net. 

■nns (Laurie), M.A. A PRIMER OF 
ORDSWORTH. Cr.Zvo. os.6d. 
taffy (J. P.), Litt.D. A HISTORY OF 
HE EGYPT OF THE PTOLEMIES, 
"ith 70 Illustrations. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 
tland (F. W.), M.A., LL.D. ROMAN 
A.NON LAW IN TPIE CHURCH OF 
NGLAND. Royal Zvo. 7s. 6d. 
r(H.), B.A., B.Sc. A HEALTH AND 


TEMPERANCE READER. Cr. 8 vo 
I s. 

M alden (H. E.), M.A. ENGLISH RE¬ 
CORDS. A Companion to the History of 
England. Cr. 8 vo. 3 s. 6d. 

THE RIGHTS AND DUTIES OF A 
CITIZEN. Seventh Edition, Cr. 8 vo. 
zs. 6d. 

See also School Histories. 

Marchant (E. C.), M.A, Fellow of Peter- 
bouse, Cambridge. A GREEK ANTHO¬ 
LOGY Second Edition. Cr.Zvo. os.6d. 
See also Cook (A. M.). 

Marett (R. R.), M.A., Fellow and Tutor of 
Exeter College, Oxford. THE THRES¬ 
HOLD OF RELIGION. Cr.Zvo. Z s.6d 
net. 1 

Marks (Jeannette), M.A. ENGLISH 
PASTORAL DRAMA from the Restora¬ 
tion to the date of the publication of the 
‘Lyrical Ballads’ (1660-1798). Cr. 8 vo. 
Sr. net. 

Marr(J. E.), F.R.S., Fellow of St John’s Col¬ 
lege, Cambridge. THE SCIENTIFIC 
STUDY OF SCENERY. Third Edition. 
Revised. Illustrated. Cr. 87/0. 6s. 
AGRICULTURAL GEOLOGY. Illustrated. 
Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

Marriott (Charles). A SPANISH HOLI¬ 
DAY. With 8 Illustrations by A. M. 
Foweraker, R.B.A, and 22 other Illustra¬ 
tions. Demy 8 vo. 7s. 6d. net. 

Marriott (J. A. R.), M.A. THE LIFE 
AND TIMES OF LORD FALKLAND. 
With 23 Illustrations. Second Edition. 
Demy 8 vo. 7s. 6d. net. 

See also Six Ages of European History. 
Marvell (Andrew). See Little Library. 
Masefield (John). SEA LIFE IN NEL¬ 
SON’S TIME. With 16 Illustrations. Cr. 
8 vo, 3.J. 6d. net. 

ON THE SPANISH MAIN: or, Some 
English Forays in the Isthmus op 
Darien. With 22 Illustrations and a Map. 
Demy 8 vo. xor. 6 d. net. 

A SAILOR'S GARLAND. Selected and 
Edited by. Second Ed. Cr.Zvo. 31. 6d.net. 
AN ENGLISH PROSE MISCELLANY. 

Selected and Edited by. _ Cr. 8 vo._ 6s. 
Maskell (A.). See Connoisseur’s Library. 
Mason(A. J.), D.D. See Leaders of Religion. 
Masterman (C. P. G.), M.A., M.P. 
TENNYSON AS A RELIGIOUS 
TEACHER. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

THE CONDITION OF ENGLAND. 

Second Edition. Cr. 8vo. 6s. 
Masterman (J. H. B.), M.A. See Six Ages 
of European History. 

Matlseson (E. F.). COUNSELS OF 
LIFE. Fcap. 8 vo. zs. 6d. net. 

Maude (J. H.), M.A. See Handbooks of 
English Church History. 

May (Phil). THE PHIL MAY ALBUM. 

Second Edition. 4 to. zs. net. 

Mayne (Ethel Colburn). ENCHANTERS 
OF MEN. With 24 Illustrations. Demy 
8 vo. 1 or. 6d. net. 




Messrs. Methuen’s Catalogue 


Meakln (Annette M. IL), l-viEw .«r the 
Antiintii.>iti f 'ii,ii lic.iituii*. Woman in 
T liANSITIuN, m. 

GALICIA : Tiik Rwii.■! in am* nr Hr\r,, 
Willi in; llltr-u.uinns mul a Map, t'en.-v 

It 'll, « A, ft,/, Mft. 

•Medley (l>. JO, M.A., rrufriwir nf Hiitnt v 
ill llir I tiuvn'.ilv i>( I M.i !*"W. t ill 1 G 1 N A (, 
ILLltMUMTONSOK KNCLtM! CON¬ 
STITUTIONAL HISTORY, Ci.mmumnc. 
A Hki.iutiu* Niimukh nr this Ciuri 
Ciuiintfrt ANi< .NrM'iifM, Cr.iUv. ys.od. 
Net, 

Mellows (Utnmn S,). A SHORT STiiUY 
OK ENGLISH LITERATURE. ( I. 
Bwt, (1. f' 

MdrlmtSe (I*.). Her Simnlilird Emu h Trxti 
Methuen (A. M. HO. M.A. T (I |-. 
TRAGEDY OK SOUTH AFRICA. 
<V. Hi'i'. nr, net, ,1/tefV. dm, -|i/, net. 
ENGLAND'S RUIN : Dnaitv.iui tit Fuim 
TI'KN I.KlTUK'. 'in A I’tinmilUfU*. I. 
Ninth A'i/i'AVr. tv. Hr.*. id. net. 
Meyuell (Hverardl. OOROI* AND HIS 
I’ RIKNDS, With utl illuntreiiuitK. Dtm >• 
llf/i i".r. 6,/. mi. 

Milt'* (Huntac'c), M.A. I,IFF. AFTER 
LIKE: nit, Tin* Tiunov nr Rutta akua- 
thin. O', M.-ii, in (td. n-t. 

THK, POWER OK C<iNCKNTUATJON : 
llow Tu Ai'i.iiiiuk i r. Third KdHtm. 
Or. lire. v, tuf. net, 

MUIal# (J. CL). THK, UKF, AND LET- 
TKRH OK SIR JOHN KVKRK'I 1 ‘ 
Mil,DAIS, PreMdriitofthe Koval Arudruiy. 
With many Illii‘,ii minus, of wliit h a nrr in 
Photogravure. New Edition, Demy Bee. 
?f. M. net, 

•See nlso I.ittlo Gullerlrst. 

MUUn (Cl. I 5 ,). PICTORIAL GARDEN- 
ING. With at Illustration*. Ctenun tkv, 
■i, 6d. net . 


Technology.' 

Milne (J. 00. M.A. A HISTORY OF 
EGYPT UNDER ROMAN RULE. 
With tai IlliuitmUtms. Vr.Bvo, 6t. 
Milton (John). A DAY HOOK OF MIL. 
TON. KilitcflhyR. F. Townnanw. Tin/. 
8m, at, tid, net. 


MlteheilUL Chalmers), M.A. OUTLINES 
OF BIOLOGY. With 74 Illustration*. 
Setond Edition, Cr. Bre. 6t. 

Mltton ( 0 . R,). JANE AUSTEN AND 
HER TIMES. With at Illustration'.. 


AND POVERTY. Fi>;hth Edition Demy 
St?-.*, m. »iff. AKnC*. is.net, 

Montagu (Henry I, Km Ini Manchester. See 
Lti.i.n v 1 ii'vni i.,u. 

Montaigne. A DAY BOOK OF. Edited 
!<V t*. F. PiiND. F,„.\ ;■ vv , „ (t _ 
Montgomery (H. II.) Til K KM 1 'IRK OF 
I 111 ’, )■, A‘0, With it !• iniiii'.|iiccr in Colour 
a »4 tUnthri Uln .ii.uiuii',. .N 'eumd Edition. 

/*twv 1'“*.', y\ t tut. net. 

Montmorency (J. R. ti. del, II.A., LT..11. 
TIIOMA;. A kl'.MFIS, HIS AGE AND 
LOuR. \\ oh ,'j Ilhi .ii.itioii.',, .Second 
J'difh’H, /Vwi'!!"ii, yt.Ud.net, 

Moore UI. !!.). RACK TO THE I,AND. 

* »'. !'•<>,». v..f•./. 

•Moore (T. Sturjre). ADT AND LIKE. 
Ilhi'.tratril 1 >, 1. v, 1 v. net, 

Moorhoutte (R, llollam). NET,SON'S 
LADY H AMlI.Tt iN. With ;;t Pm traits. 
Set ,<nd Edition, Drmv 1. 7*. (id, net. 
Moran (Clarence CL), S-r llnokwoo liusiness. 
More (Sir Thnmn*>. S- r Stmidmd Library. 
Morfill (W. R.), <i|iel ( 'hIIpi'p, tixfnrd. A 
UISTORVOK RUSSIA FROM PETER 
THE GREAT TO ALEXANDER II. 
With is Mupstiiul Plant. (V. er. (id, 
Morleh (R. j.). See Heluiol Examination 
Hfriri. 

Morley (Mnrffnret WO, Fniiiided on. THTi 
BEE PI' tiPl.K, Wiih 74 Hlusuatloiis. 
Si/. Cn>ii<n i;.'.*. of. (>,f. 

LITTLE MITiMtF.LL: Tim Ktorv or a 
Muon 1 AIM Si.il’IliUKt, Tnl.|| 11 V UlMliKLF. 
With vti IlltrsOalinni. .*•!/• < v - Hrv>. vs. M. 
Morrlfl(J,). THE MAKERS OK JAPAN. 
With 34 llluninitiunN. t>emy fire. tar. Ud, 
net. 

Morris (Joseph R,). Her T,ittlt* Guide*. 
Morton (A. Anderson), S, r HindiidUM.). 
Mt>ule(H. C. CL), I i.J 1., Luul llhhop of Dur¬ 
ham. See Leaders «tl KeliKiuo. 

Muir (M. M. Rnttlson). M.A. THE 
CHEMISTRY OF EIRE. Illustrated. 

(V, Pt'fl. VS, (‘d. 

MundcIItt (V. A.), M.A. See TUinn (J. T,). 
Munro(R.), M.A., LI..O, See Autuiuary's 
ilnnki. 

Musset (Alfred de). See Simjilified French 
Text, 

Myers (A. Wallis), TUF, COMPLETE 
LAWN TENNIS PLAYER. With 90 



Devotion, ' ' Nimrod. Sne I. P. L, 

Money (L,, Q, Chiouma), M.P. RICHES Norge*® (O. U Orys). THE LIFE OF 
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IR WALTER SCOTT. With 53 Illustra- 
onsby JhnnyWyuk. Demy too. ns.6d.net 
way (A. HA NAPLES. Past and 
kemsn r. With 25 Coloured Illustrations 
r Maurice Greiffenhagen. Third 
'dition. Cr. 8 ro. 6s. 

•alls. THIS DISCIPLES AT SAlS and 

hike Fragments. Edited by Miss Una 

irch. Tea/. 8 7)0.. is. 6d. net. 

cer (An). See I. P. L. 

field (W. J.), M.A., Prebendary of 

uicoln. A PRIMER OF RELIGION. 

ASED ON Tins CATECHISM OF THE CHURCH 

f Engi.and. Crown Zvo. 2s. 6d 

liam (F. M.), B.A. See Textbooks of 

:icncc. 

>hant (Mrs.). See Leaders of Religion, 
cr, Thomas, M. U. See New Library of 
edicine. 

in(C. W. C.), M. A,, Fellow of All Souls', 
xford. A HISTORY OF THE ART 
F WAR IN THE MIDDLE AGES, 
ustrated. Demy 8z w. 10s. 6 d. net. 

3 LAND BEFORE THE CONQUEST, 
fith Maps. Demy Zvo. 1as.6d.net. 

6 {A. P.). See Classics of Art. 
ey (R. L,.), D. D. See Handbooks of 
heology and Leaders of Religion, 
ton (J. II.). See Leaders of Religion, 
in (Douglas). See Books on Business. 
>rd (M. N.), ofGiiy's Hospital. A HAND- 
DO 1 C OF NURSING. Fifth Edition. 
■\ 87/0. 3.7. 6d. 

es (W. C. C.). TI-IE SCIENCE OF 
YGIKNK. Illustrated. Demy Zvo. 15s, 
«er (Eric). THE BOOK OF THE 
DO; By Day and Night. With 24 
ustrations from Pliotographs by Henry 
vino. Cr. 8s no. 6s. 

cer (Gilbert), M.P. A LOVER’S 
I ARY. leap. Zvo. 5 s. 
ces (A. K.). SMALL LESSONS ON 
REAT TRUTHS. J'cap. Zvo. is. 6a. 
cinson (John). PARADISI IN SOLE 
VRADISUS TERRESTRIS, OR A 
Hi DEN OF ALL SORTS OF PLEA- 
tNT FLOWERS. Folio. £3, is. net. 
ions (Mrs. C.). GARRICK AND HIS 
RCLE. Witli 36 Illustrations. Second 
iition. Dotty 87/0. 12s. 6d. net. 

1 INCOMPARABLE SIDDONS. With 
Illustrations. Demy Zvo. < 12s. 6d. net. 
:al. See Library of Devotion, 
on (George). SOCIAL CARICA- 
JRF, IN THE EIGHTEENTH 
'INTURY. With 2x4 Illustrations. lin¬ 
'd at Quarto. £2, 12s. 6d. net. 

Y MARY WORTLEY MONTAGU 
CD HER TIMES Wuh 24 Ulustra- 
ns. Second Edition. Demy Zvo. 157. net. 
See also Little Books on Art and I.P.L. 
[tore ( 1 C. A.). THE COURT OF 
1 UISX 1 II. With 16 Illustrations. Demy 
?. xo.r. 6d. net. 

erson (A. H.). NOTES OF AN EAST 
)AST NATURALIST. Illustrated in 
lour by F. Southgate, R.B.A. Second 
Iition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 


IN EASTERN NORFOT K 
y ith 12 ^lustrations in Colour by Frank 
Southgate, R.B.A. Second Edition. Cr 

&V0. 0 s. * 

WI 4 L 1 ?V HPy m ,n A NOR FOLK ESTU- 
r h 40 Nidations by the Author, 
and a Prefatory Note by Her Grace the 
Duchess of Bedford. Demy Zvo. 
10 s. od. net. 

‘MAN AND NATURE ON TIDAL 
Y ATERS. With Illustrations by the 
Author. Cr. Zvo. 6s. Y 

Peacock (Netta). See Little Books on Art 
Peake (C. M. A.), F.R.H.S. A CON 
CISE HANDBOOK OF GARDFN 
ANNUAL AND BIENNIAL PLANTS 
With 24 Illustrations. Fcap. Zvo. 1s.6d.net 
Pe ,?l (J?obert)i and Minchin (H. C.), M.A. 
OX I' ORD. With 100 Illustrations in 
Colour. Cr. 87/0. 6s*. 

Pe el (Sidney), late Fellow of Trinity College, 
Oxford, and Secretary to the Koyal Com¬ 
mission on the Licensing Laws. PRACTT. 
CAL LICENSING REFORM Second 
Edition . Cr. Zvo» is, 6d 
Pentin (Herbert), M.A. See Library of 
Devotion. 

Petrie (W . M. Flinders), D.C.L., LL.D. Pro- 
fessor of Egyptology at University College. 
A HISTORY OF EGYPT. Fully Illus- 
trated. In six volumes. Cr. Zvo. 6s. each 
Vo L' >• the Earliest Kings to 

XVIth Dynasty. Sixth Edition. 

Vol. ii. The XVTIth and XVIIIth 
Dynasties. Fourth Edition. 

Vol. hi. XIXth to XXXth Dynasties. 
Vol. iv. Egwt under the Ptolemaic 
Dynasty. J. P. Mahaffy, Litt.D. 

Vol. v. Egypt under Roman Rule. T. G. 
Milne, M.A. 

Vol. vi. Egypt in the Middle Ages. 

Stanley Lank-Poole, M.A. 

RELIGION AND CONSCIENCE IN 
ANCIENT EGYPT. Lectures delivered 
at University College, London. Illustrated. 
Cr. Zvo. 2s. 6d. 

SYRIA AND EGYPT, FROM THE TELL 
ELAMARNALETTERS. Cr.Zvo. 2s.6d. 
EGYPTIAN. TALES. Translated from the 
Papyri. First Series, ivth to xiith Dynasty. 
Edited by W. M. Funders Petrie. Illus¬ 
trated by Tristram Ellis, Second Edi¬ 
tion. Cr. 87/15. 37. 6d. 

EGYPTIAN TALES. _ Translated from the 
Papyri. Second Series, xvmth to xixth 
Dynasty. Illustrated by Tristram Ellis. 
Crown Zvo. 37. 6d. 

EGYPTIAN DECORATIVE ART. A 
Course of Lectures delivered at the Royal 
Institution. Illustrated. Cr. Zvo. 37. 6 d. 
Phillips (W. A.). See Oxford biographies. 
Phillpotts (Eden). MY DEVON YEAR. 
With 38 Illustrations by J. Ley Pethy- 
hridge. Second and Cheaper Edition. 
Large Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

UP - ALONG AND DOWN - ALONG. 
Illustrated by Claude Shepperson. 
Cr. i,to. 57. net. 
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PhYthlan (J. IlriK'H'O. TUFFS IN N A 
TURK,, MY l U, AND Aid. With h 
I lhi'.tustti'tr.. ( !'.v, M. 

PInrr (Victor (J.). .M.A, Her S, U""I II i ■ 


toiiri. 

Plato. See SimiiLuil I-ilii.ii v. 

PlntlttlR. THE CAlTlVl, Edited, with 
till liilunhu Lon. Textual N"tr.. nod ft l > .» 
ineutarv, hy W. M. Irv, FHi.'w > f 
JpMlnt '.'Urged Hhud. /Vwv• *n'.\ 

Plowdeu-Wardhtw (J. T.), II.A, Per 
.School KtaiilitMtii II 

Podmoro (Prank), MnDEUN SHU I 
TUAI. 1 SM. Two t'otunifs. i'emy lf.>. 
■m. net. 

MESMERISM AN!) CHRISTIAN 
SCIENCE ! A Sin'll Hit.tni v of Mrnl.il 
Healing. /Vwi' Hw. uu, c> A net. 

Pollard (Alice). Her Little IO"G«f<u Ait. 

Pollard (Alfrrd VV,), THK SHARI. 
S PEA HE'S KOLtwS AND QUAK'D in. 
With minimal*. Fartmitilr’i, Folio. l>nr 
tiutHftt ft ft. 

PoUnrdClUtaP,). See Little Hooka on Art. 

Pollock (l)avld), M.I.N.A. See iUinhtt mi 

lUi'i’meH*;, 

Potter (At. C,), M.A., F.L.K. A N 
ELEMENTARY TEXT * I» mKl uF 
AGRICULTURAL ISuTANV. Illuv 
trnted. Third Edition, t V, Hw. xr. od. 

Power (J. O’Connor). TttK MAKING 
OF AN ORATOR. (V. f:;u. fu. 

Price (Hlennor C.). A PRINCESS OF 
Till? OLD WORLD. With mi Illuv 
Rations. Demy Hew. xas, Ui. net. 


Price (L. L.), M.A., Fellow of Oriel CulWte, 
Oxun. A lUSTuUV OF ENGLISH 
POLITICAL ECONOMY FROM ADAM 
SMITH TO ARNOLD TOYNBEE. 
Fifth. Edition, Cr. 8 t<r>. Mr. tut.’ 
Protheroe (Ernest). THK DOMINION 
OF MAN. Ottni.UAiMiv in rnt Human 
Aspect, With :i« full-page IlluMrathm*.. 
Second Edition, t V. 8w. as. 

Paellas. Son Byzantine Texts. 

Pullen. Burry (ID. IN A GF.RMAN 
COLONY; or, Ftaut Wmcks in Ni w 
Britain. With 8 Illustrations and $s Maps. 
Cr. Bvo, sx. net. 

Pycralt (W 1 . P.). BIRD LIFK. With m 
Illustrations in Colour hy (L F„ Lot ilk, 
and othrw from Drawings ami Photographs. 
Demy 8m uix, 6d. net. 

*Q* (A. T. Qufiler Couch). THK 
GOLDEN POMP, A Pwuksiuon or 
Knuuhii Lyrics prom Hphkky to Silk* 
UlV. Second and Cheaper Edition. Cr.Bvo, 
as. 6d, net. 

Q. R. and E. S. MR. WOODHQUSK'H 
CORRESPONDENCE. Cr. 8m,, 6x. 
Also published in a Colonial Edition. 
Rackham (R. B.), M.A. See Westminster 

Commentaries. 


Laura M.). THE WOMEN ART* 
5 OP BOLOGNA. With so Ulus- 


1 trations. Demy Bve, tx. id, net. 

Ratter (Lonsdale). B.B., Oxen. DANTE 


AND 1 I 1 S ITALY. With 3 a Illuitra- 
it.| I'etnv li.-.i. us, <•.(' net. 

Raht/. Cl*\ . 1 .), M.A,, I’,.:,.-. HIC.IIFR 
ENGLISH. Fourth F.iin.m. (V, 
m. n./. 

,?0 N L tR ENGLISH. S,\ond Edition, Cr, 
s' .», »t. or, 

Ramlotph (. 1 $. W.), D. D. Sen Library of 

1 1 -i-in in. 

Ratmir tD. WO. M.A. A STUDENTS 
III'I l'OR Y i test -I ) n an 11. (V. <>d 

WORDSWUU 1 11 and ms circle' 

With *j.i Ilhv.u.ut'in .. i^enty t>vv. rax. id. 


Rnalidall (Hn»tlntt«), M.A., Frii uw an ,i 
Tin a i.C NVvy (‘.ilb's'f*, Ostinil. DOC. 
THINK AND DKVKLOI’MKNT, (>. 

Hi' 4 % 

Raven (J. J.), I F.S.A. See Antuiuary's 

Raven-Hill (LO. Sre Llewellyn (Owen). 
RawlintfR (tlertrudo Bur(ord). COINS 
AND now; To KNOW THKM. With 
v.rfi IlluMi.stiuir,. Second Edition, Cr.Zvo, 

fi¥, 

Rawatorno (Imwrence, Etta.). See LP.L. 
Raymond (Walter). See Sdinnl Historici. 
Rrn (Lilian). TDK LIFE AND TIMES 
OF MAE I F. MADELEINE COUNTESS 
OF LA FAY EL I E. With ao Illustmtiuns. 
Demy ft.' i*. ins. id. net. 

Rend (C. Stanford), M 11. (LomD.M.R.C.S.. 
L.R.C.P. FADS AND FEEDING. O. 

Bf-n. V .. tut . 

Real Paddy (A). See 1 . 1 '. D 
Reason(W.), M.A. UNIVERSITY AND 
SOCIAL SETTLEMENTS. Edited hy 
Cr. t'r‘0. vs. id. 

Redpath (II. A.), M.A., D.Liti. See West- 
umiMrr t'uniniriii.iiie*,. 

Rec*« (J. D.) ( C.I.E., i M.I’. THE REAL 
INDIA, Second Edition. DtntyBvo. tos. 
tut. net. 

Reich (Hmll). Doctor Juris. WOMAN 
THROUGH THE AGES. WiiU ;l 6 Illus. 
trnthms. Two I'niumes, ttemyfivo. aix. net. 
Reynold* (Sir Jotthun). Sen Little Galleries. 
Rhodes (W. IL). See Sclumi Histories. 


Rlckett* (Charles). Sec Classics of Art. 
Richnrdaon (Chnrlcnh TH ECoMPI.F.TK 
F()XH tJNTER. With 4(1 Illustrations, of 
which 4 are in Colour. Second Edition, 
Demy 8m. tar. f <d, net, 

Richmond (Wilfrid), Chaplain of Lincoln's 
Inn. THE CREED IN THE 
EPISTLES. Cr. 8m vs.ud.net. 


Rlehl (W, ID. See Simplified German Texts. 

Roberts (ML II.). See Chanuer (C. C.). 

Robertson (A.), I).I)., I.nrd Bi*.hop of 
ICxeter, REGNUM DEI. (The Itainpton 
Lectures of xgm), A Nexv tend Cheaper 
Edition, Jhiny tiro. 7 s, Ud. net. 

Robertson (C. Grant). M.A., Fellow of 
All Souls' College, Oxford. SELECT 
STATUTES, CASES, AND CONSTI¬ 
TUTIONAL DOCUMENTS, 1660*1833. 
Demy 8 vo, xos. id, net. 
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rtson (C. Grant) ami Bartholomew 
Q.), F.K.S.E., F.U.G.S. A ms- 
iRICAL AND MODERN ATLAS OK 
[EBRITISHEM 1TRE. De/nytjnarto. 

rtson(SJrG.S.)i K.C.S.I. CHIT RAT.: 

e Stukv up’ a Minor Siknk. Wuh U < 
lsU'Mions. Third Juiiiiotu Demy o'.'v, 

Mo/fcccllia). TIIK MINISTRY 
DEACON ESSE.'!. Willi an Ilitnidur- 
1 by the late Aichllishop of Canterbmy. 

8 v<> 4 a.r. I'./. 

[ison(F. S.). SeeConiniissciiir'sIiiliviiiy. 
cfoucmild (l.n). See Little Libraiy. 
roll (G.), 11.A. NEW TESTAMENT 
LKKK. A (’.Hirst! for Ihy.iunm. Wile 
'refaee by WAi.TKit Logic, D.D., Warden 
ICeble College. Aba/. Hvo. 3 *. M. 

Fred). OilJ OAR K URN ITU UK. With 
ny Illustrations by the Author, includiiir, 
rontispiccc in colour. Second. Edition. 
ntyBvo. t ax. M. nrt. 
irs (A. G. JL.), M.A. See Books on 

sitIChS, 

nd. See Simplified French Texts, 
ey (George). See Little Galleries, 
oe f 13. S.). Sen l.ittle. Guides, 
i (Edward). THE ROSE READER, 
nstraled. <n Zvo. vs. (id. Also in <| 
y/s. Parts I. and II. 6 d. each; Part 
r. 8</.; l'm t 11 ”. n'/. 
i (G, H.). See Hey (II.) and Baring- 

ntreo't Joshua). THE IMPEKtA L 
3.UG TRADE. A Rit-.SrAWMi.NT in- 
is Opium Quicstion. Third Edition 
•vised, dr. (Is no. vs. net. 

(e-Smith (N. «.)• TITR BILLOW 
XJK: A Oahnkk ok Many Moon.'., 
llectcd liy. Second Edition. Cr. Bvo. 
6d. net. 

T/TS OF OUR DAY. Selected, 
tli an Tntroduiaion, by. Eenf.Zpo. r,.v, 
le (A. 13.), D.D. See Junior School 
inks. 

ibold (The Right Hon A Sir Horace), 
irt., O. C. 1!., O. C. M.tl. THE 
1 ST RIAN COURT' IN TIER NINE- 
IICNT’II CENTURY. With U> Ulus, 
tions. DemyZvo. rtD. net. 
sell (Archibald G. II.). Sen lllube 
/illiam.) 

sell (W. Clark). TUK T.IFE OF 
DMIRAL LORD COLUNGWGOD. 
ith m Illustrations by F. BhaNGWYn, 
ntrth Edition. ('n. 8 no. 6 s. 

:y (M. Beresford). QUEENS OF 
IIE RENAISSANCE. With 94 Ilhi.s- 
itlons. J)e»ty Bvo, ius. 6 d. net. 
sbury (Harrington), M.D., F.R.C.I’. 
RIN C IB I A T11 JO R A P10 UTICA. 
emy 8 w 0 . 7 s. (id. net. 

See also Now Library of Medicare. 
Anselm. See I .Lbrtiry of Devotion. 
Augustine. See 1 .ibrary of Devotion. 
Bernard. See Library of Devotion. 


St graS. (Vi8C ° Unt) See Bio- 

Stands of Assisi. THE LITTTV 
1 lowers OF THE GLORinni 

messer and op his friars 

Done into English, with Notes by Wi{uam 

. StSanl'a, “ r " y ,f D ™“’ “> 

St ’l levotion 18 de Sa,es ' See Library of 

St. Janies. See Churchman’s Bible and 
\\ estminster Commentaries, 

Luke. See Junior School Books. 

Mark. See Junior School Books and 
Churchman's Bible, 

M’. Matthew. See Junior School Books. 

St. Paul. SECOND AND THIRD 
IbTLESOF PAUL THE APOSTLE 
10 T 11 E CORINTHIANS. Edited by 
James I-Ioughton Kennedy, D.D., Assis- 
taut Lecturer in Divinity in the University 
of Dublin. With Introduction, Dissertations 
and Notes by J. Schmitt. Cr. Zro. 6s. See 
uEq Churchman'sj Bible and Westminster 
1 innmemaries. 

‘Siiki’ (11. Munro). REGINALD. Second 
i'.ditioiu h'cap, 2 s. 6 d. net. 

Salmon (A. L.). See Little Guides, 

Sunders (Lloyd). THE HOLLAND 
li( IUSK ORCLE. With 24 Illustrations. 
Second Edition. Demy 8wo. us. 6d. net. 

Sulims (C.). See Byzantine Texts. 

Schmitt (.John). See Byzantine Texts. 

Schofield (A. T.), M.D.jHon.Phys. Freiden- 
ham _ Hospital. Sec New Library of 
Medicine. 

Scudamore (Cyril). See Little Guides. 

scupoll (Dom. L.). See Library of De- 
vution, 

Sdgur (Madame de). See Simplified French 

_ Texts, 

StSllncourt (B. de.) See Keats (John). 

Sollncourt (Hugh de). GREAT RALEGH. 
With jo Illustrations. Demy 800. ior. 6d. 
net. 

Sells (V. P.), M.A. THE MECHANICS 
OF DAILY LIFE. Illustrated. Cr. 8m 
vs. (id. 

Selous (Edmund). TOMMY SMITH'S 
ANIMALS, Illustrated by G. W. Ord, 
Eleventh Edition. leap. Bvo. os. 6d. 
School Edition, is, 6d. 

TOMMY SMITH'S OTHER ANIMALS. 
Illustrated by Augusta Guest. Fifth 
Edition. Ecap. 8 vo. as 6 d. 

School Edition, is. 6d. 

Sealer (George),^ B-Sc. (Loud.), Ph.D. 
.Sen Textbooks of Science. 

Shakespeare (William). 

THE FOUR FOLIOS, 1623; 1632; 1664 1 
16IJ5. J'lach £4, 4s. net, or a complete set, 
£tv, Tan. net. 

Folios 9, a and 4 are ready. 

.TIIK POEMS OF WILLIAM SHAKE¬ 
SPEARE. With an Introduction and Notes 





Simonson ((). A,), F H A N t* FHC u 

0 l* A U I> I. Willi 4t I'lrttfi, imft*/>»<' 
.|A>. Aj, "At. net, 

Sketchley (R. 12, IK). Hpr l.iltln llnuk* xli 
Ail. 

Kklpion (II. J». K.). J-irr Lilllr 1 IIimiIxj xli 
Ait. 

Slndon (Douifttm)._ SUTI.Y: Tlx* Nrw 
Winter Ur«Hni, Willi uvri »'.«i Illunii,ui“ir.. 
■SVr.iW A'tiitwn, ('k *;r. »tt. 
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EPS TO GREEK. Fourth Edition. 

8 mo. is. 

SHORTER GREEK PRIMER. Third 
Edition. Cr. 8m is. 6d. 

.SY GREEK PASSAGES FOR UNSEEN 
TRANSLATION. Fourth Edition, re* 
'iised. Fcti/>. 8 sin. is. 6d. 

LEEK VOCABULARIES FOR RE¬ 
PETITION. Arranged according to Sub¬ 
nets. Fourth Edition. Feat. 8m is 6d. 
LEEIC TESTAMENT SELECTIONS. 
For the use of Schools. With Introduc¬ 
tion, Notes, and Vocabulary. Fourth 
Edition. Fcctfr. 8 vo. ns. 6d. 

EPS TO FRENCH. Ninth Edition. 

18 mo. 8 d. 

RST FRENCH LESSONS. Ninth Edi. 
tion. Cr. is. 

iSY FRENCH PASSAGES FOR UN- 
SEEN TRANSLATION. Sixth Edi¬ 
tion. Fcat>. 8 vo. is. 6d. 

,SY FRENCH EXERCISES ON ELE¬ 
MENTARY SYNTAX. With Vocabu¬ 
lary. Fourth Edition. Cr. 8 vo. ns. 6 d. 

oj ne t 

LENCII‘VOCABULARIES FOR RE¬ 
PETITION : Arranged according to Sub¬ 
jects. Fourteenth Edition. Fca-p. too. is. 

See also School Examination Series, 
cel (R. Elliott), M.A., F.C.S. THE 
WORLD OF SCIENCE. With 147 
Illustrations. Second Edition. Cr. 8m 2s.6d. 

See also School Examination Series, 
eplienson (C.), of the Technical College, 
Bradford, and Suddards (F.) of the 
Yorkshire College, Leeds. A TEXTBOOK 
DEALING WITH ORNAMENTAL 
DESIGN FOR WOVEN FABRICS. With 
66 full-page Plates and numerous Diagrams 
in the Text. Third Edition. Demy 8 vo. 
7 s. 6d. 

:erne (Laurence). See Little Library. 
:eunrt (Katherine). BY ALLAN 
WATER. Second Edition. Cr. 8m 6s. 
[CHARD KENNOWAY AND I-IIS 
FRIENDS. A Sequel to ‘By Allan 
Water.’ Demy'&vo. 7 s, 6d.net. 
tevenson (R. L.) THE LETTERS OF 
ROBERT LOUIS STEVENSON TO 
HIS FAMILY AND FRIENDS. 
Selected and Edited by Sidney Colvin. 
Eighth Edition, a vols. Cr. 8 vo. 12.V. 
WLIMA LETTERS. With an Etched 
Portrait by William Stkang. Seventh 
Edition. Cr. 8 vo. Buckram. 6r. 

HIC LIFE OF R. L. STEVENSON See 
Balfour (G.). . 

tevenson (M. 1.). FROM SARANAC 
TO THE MARQUESAS. Being Letters 


... MARQUES 

written by Mrs. M. I. Stevenson during 
1887-88. Cr. 8m 6s. net. 

ETTERS FROM SAMOA, 1891-95- Edited 
and arranged by M. C. Balfour. With 
many Illustrations. Second Edition Cr. 
8m 6s. net. „ , 

toddnrt (Anna Ml.). See Oxford Bio¬ 
graphies. 


St ° ke s(F- QQ. B.A. HOURS WITH 
KAJiALAIS. From the translation of Sir 
I. Ukquiiart and P. A. Motteux. With 
a Portrait in Photogravure. Cr. 8 vo. 3*. 6 d. 
net. 

Stone (S. J.). POEMS AND HYMNS. 
With a Memoir by F. G. Ellerton, 
M.A. With Portrait. Cr.Zvo. 6s. 

Storr (Vernon F.), M.A., Canon of Win¬ 
chester. DEVELOPMENT AND 
DIVINE PURPOSE Cr. 8 vo. 51. net. 

Story (Alfred T.). AMERICAN 
SHRINES IN ENGLAND. With 4 Il¬ 
lustrations in Colour, and 19 other Illustra¬ 
tions. Crown 8 vo. 6s. 

See also Little Guides. 

Straker (F.). See Books on Business. 

Streane (A. W.), D.D. See Churchman’s 
Bible. 

Streatfeild (R. A.). MODERN MUSIC 
AND MUSICIANS. With 24 Illustra¬ 
tions. Second Ed. Demy 8m 7 s. 6d.net. 
See also New Library of Music. 

Stroud (Henry), D.Sc., M.A. ELEMEN¬ 
TARY PRACTICAL PHYSICS. With 
115 Diagrams. Second Edit., revised. Cr. 
8m 4s. 6 d. 

Sturch (F.), Staff Instructor to the Surrey 
County Council. MANUAL TRAINING 
DRAWING (WOODWORK). With 
Solutions to Examination Questions, Ortho¬ 
graphic, Isometric and Oblique Projection. 
With 50 Plates and 140 Figures. Foolscap. 

5 s. net. 

Suddards (F.). See Stephenson (C.). 

Surtees (R. S.). See I.P.L. 

Sutherland (William). OLD AGE PEN¬ 
SIONS IN THEORY AND PRACTICE, 
with some Foreign Examples. Cr. 8 vo. 
3.9. 6 d. net. 

*SwantOn (E. W.), Member of the British 
Mycological Society. FUNGI AND HOW 
TO KNOW THEM. With 16 Coloured 
Plates by M. K. Shttal, and 32 Black 
and White Plates. Cr. 8 vo. 51. net. 

Symes (J. E.), M.A. THE FRENCH 
REVOLUTION. Second Edition. Cr. 8m 
2 s.6d. ,, _ „ 

Sympson (E. Mansel), M.A., M.D. See 
Ancient Cities. . _ 

Tabor (Margaret E.). THE SAINTS IN 
ART. With 20 Illustrations. Fcaf. 8m 
as. 61 i. net. _ _ „ 

Tacitus. AGRICOLA. Edited by R. F. 
Davis, M.A. Cr. 8 vo. 2 s. 

GERMANIA. By the same Editor. Cr. 
8m os. 

See also Classical Translations. 

TaIlack(W.). HOWARD LETTERS AND 
MEMORIES. Demy 8m 10s. 6d.net. 

Tatham (Frederick). See Blake (William). 

Tauler (J.). See Library of Devotion. 

Tavlor (A. E.). THE ELEMENTS OF 
METAPHYSICS. Second Edition. Demy 
8 vo. 10s. 6d. net. 

Taylor(F.G.), M.A. See Commercial beries. 

Taylor (I. A.). See Oxford Biographies. ' 
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Taylor (John W.). TJIM COMING nr 
THE SAINTS. \V ttli j>> lilir.U 
/'cwv Kf’rt, 7JT. tuf. Uff. 

Taylor (T. MO, M.A,, l-vil..w *.f tEi.Giv 

stml t’.uiri (‘■illf't'.r, t\ (ti?; 

K'lTTI ITION Al. AN!' fi >1 ! i It At 

HISTORY OF ROME. "1%> til*- I.V K i, 

1 iiiiiiltiiUi. t‘*\ H;v. yv.t.A 

Teafidttlc-HutktJI (U. I.) THE niM 
PLKTE SHOP. Willi . i 11!.; .11.11 .... . 
Third edition, /Vm'.>?.•. i >, < 
Tennyson (Alfred, I,nrdt. ! UU.i 
POE MS, lvltlr.1, Will; Nulr'. mid .o, 
liUimhu lii'ii, l.y ), Cnn in:. Cm it:. , 
M.A. (V. Mr... G, 

IN M KMnRLUl, MAUI i, AND I III 
PUI N S! KNX, Edited Itv J. ( 'noi i .>.*» 
('<>1,1 IN’., M. A. {'»,!>,>. m. 

Srr ul .-I l.tiilr Lilnury. 

Terry tC, H«), S**t* cuiutd nii'KMpW’-. 
Terry (P. J.), H.A, ELEMEN t'Ai:\ 
LATIN. r>. IV,•. it. 

TEACHER'S II AN I »P.i >OKTO ELI*,Ml- N ■ 
TAUY LAl'lN. Containing tlir nn-eiiui v 
»U|iplrm«'ri»;try matin in Pupil's edition. 
(V. H m 'it. h*/, net, 

Thackeray (W. M.). See Little Lituuiv. 
Theobald (ll V.), M.A. IN SLOT HIM . 
Illustrated. Smmd Sditien h'erhrd t‘>. 
tfrni, sir. (id. 

Thlbnudenu(A. C.). BONAPARTE AND 
THE CONSULATE. Truii-.h.trd an,I 
Edited hy («. K. Enu 11 stjin,, LL.I). Will* 
ia Illti'iti,ilium,, HemyKiv. n*. td, net. 
Thompson (A. ILL Sre Eittle Ouitlm. 
Thompson (l-ranuls). S K I. F, C T K D 
POEMS OF FRANCIS THOMPSON. 
With » llioKritphintl Ni>t« by Wiikkiii 
M uvNKi.f.. With st Pnriistit in i'lmtu. 
gnmtte. Second I'd it ion, f-oif. R.v. 
5 *. ntt , 

Thompson (A. I*.). See Tnxtlmok* t.f 
Tcehtuilnjiy. 

♦Thomson (J. M.), Frm.w and 1 lean <<t 
Divinity of Mup.dulnn CulEgti, Oxford, 
JESUK ACCORDING TO ST. MAUL. 
Cn 8w. xt, 

THeafon(Mary WO. DAILVSTRKNOTf ( 
FOR DAILY NEEDS. Stvttmtk Ed, 
tion, Medium\umc>, M.ud.mt. AKmuu 
edition in i.upnior hindiim, («. 

Tompkins (H- W.), F.U.1I.H. See Little 
Hooks on Art and Little Guides. 

ToynbeeM.A,, H.l.itt. IN THE 
FOOTPRINTS OF DANTE. A Turn- 
sury of Verne and Prate from the works ul 
Dante. Small Cr, Bern. a i. (id. net. 
DANTE IN ENGLISH LITERATI/UK: 
FROM CIIAUG1CR TO CARY. turn 
vote. Demy Bpo. ittt. net. 

See altso Oxford Biofir»i|ihIe« and 1 )»uitr. 
Tozer (Basil). THE HOUSE IN HIS. 

TORY. With sis IlluMratitmi. Cr. Bsw. £h. 
Tremayn® (Eleanor B,). He® Rnmamir 

Trench r (Herbert). DKIRDRE WEDDED, 
And othbr l’tiKMK. Seeomi and Remind 
Edition. Large Post gw, w. 


NI'W POEMS. St, end edition. l,ar"t 
i',-%/ ' •. (■,. 

\Pnl.IO AND THE SEAMAN. Large 
/ ■•{ , .... I '.i.-Vi, n. ii.i'. net; doth , ai W, 
nr!. 

I rrt elynmti, MO. FiTliiwnn'miiiv College 
<' ttid'ii.li .-, I.N'.I AN 11 DN'|iJ''.R TH E 
S Hi A U IS. W it li Map-, :tiu 1 Pl.uu. Third 

/'. '-.-i . i.u'. (i./. Hi t. 

I \GUMt I 11 E THREE HUNDRED 
\ I \R • A 1 • 1 * : ism.-.tin* tii .t two i ii.ijiii-i's 
ul l i • ,r Hi,' ,S Inarts. Edited by 
L I ■•'! M . I ( V. Hr,i. ist, 

TritrR’* tltu-;«i HO, A.K.LIi. \. TOWN 
P I. \ N N I \ i . : I'v.r, l*i:t m'mt, a r■ n 
P '• •M'-o-. W.-h i / ; Jllntlr.itimiii. Wide 

A'.’l.l/ i . Hi-(. 

1 rmitbrek (Si. t".i. Sit Little Gnitle.t. 

I vler (1*. A.I, II.A., F.C..'*,. See Jiininr 

Nhuul It.. ,i . 

!'ym?U~liIH {I'ranccH), Sen Little Books 
eii Ait. 

I Inwln (ClrorRt*), li.-r .Aminustry's Bonks. 

Vanltm (Harry). THE Co M I'l.KTE 
tiiH.fJ R. M nit ti | llhi.ti.iiiuir,. Tenth 
l dtiwn. / V»« <• fi/*n. tun i>./. net. 

Vnutfhim (Ht iuy). Sr«. Lull- Library. 

VttUKhanUlcrbt'i tMO, Ik \.(Oxun0. TIIE 
LAs'f OF ’1 11E Ro\ AL S TUARTS, 
UI.NRY .SI CART, CARDINAL, 
DUKE oF YoRK, With vo lllustrationi,. 
AV. ,<n.i ! d /,.•*(. / Vnjf i/.'.ji, i tui.net, 

I HE M 1.01 Cl POPES (LEO X. and 
CLEM I,NT \ Ii. With uu lllti.*;tntlit>ns. 
1‘,‘trsv J‘ i , 

THE NAP I-1 S 1M\ IF.P.A. Willi Illiu;- 
tiatiuir, in * .'ion hv M Atnin r. C.i;wo'hn. 
UAi.i rs, Tdu'i.'ti, t ’>. i'r.i. fir, 

Vernon (Him. W. VViim-n), M.A. READ- 
INC.SONTU E i N FEK NO oF DANTK. 
Wuh un Ititiu.ltn te n by the Rev. Dr. 
Mnu'-i, /« ,'>.< Tiduneet. SemndEdition. 
(V. I'r.t. net, 

KFAD1NGS" ON THE PURGATORIO 
OF DANTE. With ,oi Imrudmuim hy 
tlir lute Di an Cnuia n, in i’vo I Ww«, 
Third t 'diti. n, C ’. ! l',v. tiri. 

READINGS ON TIIE PARAOl.KO OF 
DANTE. With tut Intuxlm lion hy tho 
lltisintr <<H Kieiiw. in Tttui Volumes. 
Second idi/ioH. Cr.V.i’ 0 , jm .net. 

Vincent (J. IU. Til ROUtHl EAST 
ANGLIA IN' A MOTOR CAR. With 
ifi IlluMruti. n<. in Culutir hy Fisanic South- 
i.ATi', R.B A., mill it Map. ( V. Krti. fit'. 

Voegetln (A.;, M.A. See Junior Examina¬ 
tion Si-iiet, 

Waddell (Col. L. AO. Ll.,D. l C.l!. LHASA 
AND ITS MYSTEUIT S. With a Record 
of the Et:priliiiuii of mn; i«y>K With iss 
llhi'.tintinns and M,ip:>. Third and 
Cheater i- Jtihw. Medium Hw 1 . vs. (id. net. 

WadeGL W.), D.D. OLDTESTAMENT 
HISTORY. With Map;. Sixth Edition. 
Cr, Pni, fir. 

Wade (Cl. W.>. D.D., and Wade (J. H.), 
M.A. See Little t inidr'i, 

Wagner (Richard). RICHARD WAG- 
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tfER’S MUSIC DRAMAS: Interpreta- 
ions, embodying Wagner's own explana- 
oiis. By Alice Leighton Cleather 
nd Basil Crump. In Three Volumes. 
'caf> Sr'o, ■s.s. id. each. 

Vol. i.—T iib Ring of tub Nibelung. 
Third Edition. 

Vol. ii.—Parsifal, Lohengrin, and 
The Holy Grail. 

Vol. hi.—Tristan and Isolde, 
lineman (Paul). A SUMMER TOUR 
N 1 *INLAND. With 16 Illustrations in 
Colour by Alexander Fedekley, 16 other 
liusLi-ations and a Map. Demy 8 vo. 
or. Ctd. net. 

ilkloy (A. B.). DRAMA AND LIFE. 
V. Svo. 6s. 

ill(J. C.). See Antiquary's Books. 
Uaco-HudrIIl (F.), Second Master at 
Ierne Bay College. REVISION NOTES 
>N ENGLISH HISTORY. Cr. Bw. ir. 
liters (H. B.). See Little Books on Art 
nd Classics of Art. 

lton(P. W.), M.A. See School Histories, 
ilton (Izaak) and Cotton (Charles), 
lee I.P.L. and Liule Lilirary. 
terliouso (Elizabeth). WITH THE 
i I Ml-’LE -1 Oil ART K 1 >: Little Iiomilies to 
Vo men in Country Places. Second Edition. 
'mall Pott 8 vo. 2r. net. 

MPANIONS OF THE WAY. Being 
elections for Morning and Evening Read- 
lg. Chosen and arranged by Elizabeth 
Vatkruousk. Large Cr. 8 vo. sr. net. 
OUGHTS OF A TERTIARY. Small 
’oti 8 vo. tr. net. 

See also Little Library, 
itt (Francis). See Ilenderson (T. F.). 
atherhoad (T. C.), M.A. KXAMINA- 
ION PAPERS IN HORACE. Cr. 8wo. ar. 
See also Junior Examination Series, 
ebb (George W.), B.A. A SYSTEM- 
TIC GEOGRAPHY OF THE BRITISH 
SLES. With Maps and Diagrams. Cr. 
vo, i r. 

bber (F. C.). See Textbooks of Techno- 
>gy. 

derail (Arthur E. P.). A GUIDE TO 
HIE ANTIQUITIES OF UPPER 
GYPT : From Abydos to the Sudan 
rentier. With 6 j Maps, and Plans. 
V. 8 vo. 7-r. id. net. 

lr (Archibald), M.A. AN INTRO- 
1UCTION TO THE HISTORY OF 
IODERN EUROPE. Cr. 8w o. 6s. 

Ich (Catharine). THE LITTLE 
AUPIilN. With 16 Illustrations. Cr. 
vo. 6s. 

11 s (Sidney H.) See Textbooks of Science. 
lls(J.), M.A., Fellow andTutor ofWadham 
ollegc. OXFORD AND OXFORD 
I FIs. Third Edition. Cr.lvo. y. 6d. 
IIORT HISTORY OF ROME. Ninth 
Edition, With 3 Maps. Cr. 8 vo. 3ft 6 d. 
See also Tattle Guides, 
sley (John). See Library of Devotion, 
stell (W. Perclval). THE YOUNG 
1 ATURALIST. With 8 Coloured Plates 


I>y C. F. Neivall, and many other Illus¬ 
trations. Cr. 8 -jo, 6 s. 

Westell (W. Perclval), F.L.S., M.B.O U 
and Cooper (C. S.), F R H S tVttt 
\ 0T ™- wth 8 Coloured 
and 63 Black and White Plates drawn from 
Nature, by C. F. Newall. Cr.lvo. is. id. 

Whlbley (C.). See Henley (W. E.). 

Wilibley (L.), hi.A., Fellow of Pembroke 
Cambnci g £ - GREEK OLIGAR- 
THEIR ORGANISATION 

„^N D CHARACTER. Cr.lvo. 6s. 

White (Eustace E.). THE COMPLETE 
HOCKEY PLAYER. With 32 Illusta- 
tions. Second Edition. Demylvo. qr. net 

White (George F.), Lieut.-Col. A CEN¬ 
TURY OF SPAIN AND PORTUGAL. 
Demy 8 vo* 12s. 6d. net 

White (Gilbert). See Standard Library. 

Whitfield (JEJ- E*)j M.A. See Commercial 
Senes. 

Whitehead (A. W.). G A S P A R D D E 
G O L I G N Y, Admiral of France. 
With 26 Illustrations and 10 Maps and 
Plans. Demy 8 vo. m. 6 d. net. 

Whiteley (R. Lloyd), F.I.C., Principal of 
the Municipal Science School, West Brom¬ 
wich. AN ELEMENTARY TEXT¬ 
BOOK OF INORGANICCHEMISTRY. 
Cr. Ivo. 2r. id. 

Whitley (Miss). See Dilke (Lady). 

Whitling (Miss L.), late Staff Teacher of 
the National Training School of Cookery. 
THE COMPLETE COOK. With 42 
Illustrations. Demy 8 vo. 7 s. 6d. net. 

Whitten (W.). See Smith (John Thomas). 

Whyte (A. G.), B .Sc. See Books on Business. 

Wilberforce (Wilfrid). See Little Books 
on Art. 

Wilde (Oscar). DE PROFUNDIS. 
Twelfth Edition, Cr. 8 vo. 5s, net. 

THE WORKS OF OSCAR WILDE. In 
12 Volumes. Fcafi. Svo. 5r. net each 
volume. 

1. The Duchess of Padua. ii. Lady 
Windermere’s Fan. iii. A Woman of 
No Importance, iv. The Importance 
of being Earnest, y. An Ideal Hus¬ 
band. vi. De Profundis and Prison 
Letters, vii. Intentions, viii. Essays, 
ix. A House of Pomegranates, x. 
Lord Arthur Savile's Crime and the 
Portrait of Mr. W. H. xl Poems, 
xii. Salom£, A Florentine Tragedy, 
and La Sainte Courtisane 

Wilkins (W. H.), B.A. THE ALIEN 
INVASION. Cr. 8vo. zs. id. 

Williams (H. Noel). THE WOMEN 
BONAPARTES. The Mother and three 
Sisters of Napoleon. With 36 Illustrations. 
In Two Volumes Demy Svo. 24r net. 

AROSE OF SAVOY : Marie Adelaide of 
Savoy, Duchesse de Bourgogne, Mot her 
of Louis xv. With a Frontispiece in 
Pbotogtavure and 16 other Illustrations. 
Demy 8 vo. 15.9. net. 
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Williams (A.). IT,TROL. PETER: or ! 
Pretty Htoiirn and Kuimv 1‘inint -., Him.- 
Irated in Colour by A. W. Miu.->. /Vwi 1 

dio. |V, (id. Hi-/, 

Williamson (JVt. U.)., M.A. Srr Am imt 
t "it ins. 

Williamson (W.), It.A. < Srr Junior Kr- 
animation Srries, Junior SiTmol Boohn, ami 
Beginner'll 1 Ionics, 

WHmot-Buxton (H. MA RU.IIi-.tS. 
MARKUS UK EUROPE. Outlines i.K 
European Itislnvy i>>r the Miilillr Km nr. nl’ 
Si:litml;i. Willi u Maps. I'tn/h Edition. 

fV.*<u. -ir, Ct/, 

THE ANCI ENT WORLD. Willi Map-. ..ml 
lUn'itr.uktmi, ( it, ud, 

A 1UH) 1C UK NOBLE WOMEN. With 
xti Illustrations. Cr.V.vo. \s. ud. 

A HISTORY OK GREAT ItRlTAlN : 
FuoM tiiic CoMiNu of Tine Aw.u<'. m 
Tint Yisak iH;o. Willi yn Miqr.. C». Il.-.i, 1 
;i.r, (it/. Srr nkn Beguilin':. Bunks mill Nrw 
llisttirlral Srrirs. 

Wllann( Bishop.). Srr I.iln.iry >.f 1 Vv.itiim. 

W 11 B 0 H (A. j,). Srr Hooks till lUl-.tlir*.*., 

Wilson 01. A.). Srrlluukni.il 1‘ir.iurv., 

Wilton (Richard), M.A. LYRA I* AS- 
TORAI.1S : Snugs til' Nat me, Cltiiri.Ii, ami 
Ilmiir. 1'ott lirv. mi. («A 

Wlnbolt (S. HA M.A. EXERCISES IN 
i.ATIN ACOinKNCR (V. Kvv. is, ud. 

LATIN HEXAMETER VKRSK • An Aid 
to Composition, C>. 8w. jf, tul, Kky, 
St. tut, 

Wlnti'e (B. C. A.), D.Sm.RU.S., RS, A. Srr 
An. apiary's Hooks, Little tluiileb, Aiicirnt 
(..Hies, and School Hi* Cories. 

Wood (Sir Evelyn), R M„ V.C., O.C.H.. 
O.C.M.O. KROM MIDSHIPMAN To 
KIELD-MARSHAL. With (Until rat ions 
and mi) Maps. Et/th and Cheaper Edition. 
Pence /■vp. ns, (d. tip/, 

THE REVOLT IN HINDUSTAN. 1817- 
SO. With 8 IlhiNtratiniiH and s Maps. 
Second Edition, (>. Hrw. Or. 

Wood (J. A. H.). Sen Texllitinkti of 
TrrhnnWy, 

Wood (J. Hickory). DAN LEND. Ulna, 
tr.itrd. Third Edition. C.V. tiw. (It, 

Wood (W. BIrkbock), M.A., late Hdiolarnf 
Worcester College, Oxford, tmd IJdr«ond» 
(Major J. UA R.R, D.A.O.-ALO, A 
HISTORY OK THE CIVll. WAR IN 


'ITIK UNITED STATES. With an 
IiUi.ulm timi liy II. Sri :i;.i n Wii.hinson. 
With .• i Maps and IT.hi-.. ,S econd Edition, 
i'emy .''..'v, i i J, net. 

Wordsworth (Christopher), M.A. See 
Aninpi a v'-. Il.'.'l.-.. 

Wiiulf!worth (WA THE POEMS OR 
With an I in i. idui'ti' it ami Notes liy 
N.'ivri.t, (*. S .11 t il, lulu l-V.luw ul' Nrw 
College, Osl.nd. In. Three Volumes. 
/Vwr I!.",', i«,r. net. 

POEMS ItV WILLIAM WORDSWORTH. 
Srlrriril with an 1 111 it nil i >-(i< >n by Sroi-Koiiu 
A. 111.-. 1 .iuh,^ Wiih *pi IlhiMrutiumi hy K. 
It. Ni iv, indmling u Routispiece in 
Phnl.no.iVUir. ('». !!?'(>. •jx.ud.net, 

Srr ul-.u I .iitlr l.ibiaiy. 

Wordsworth (W.) tuul Coleridge (S. T.). 

Sr,. 1 .it!lr | .ibl.tl y. 

Wright (Arthur). D.D., l'Vlhiw nf Queen's 
College, t'umbiiiljjr. Sr« Churchman's 
l.iln .a v. 

Wright (C. Gordon). Srr Dante. 

Wright (.1. C.). TO-DAY. Thoughts on 
l.ih- tur rvrry day. t'eiuv lUmo. iv. Ud.net. 
Wright (Sophie), t IKK MAN VOCABU¬ 
LARIES I' UK RKPKTTTTON. Aba/. Bvv. 
IT. Ud, 

Wynlt (Kate M.). Srr Olnag (M. R.). 
Wyldo(A. It.). MODEKN ABYSSINIA. 
Willi a Map tutd a Pul trait. lie my Hvo. 
i',i, net. 

Wyllle (M. A.). NORWAY AND ITS 
KJoRDS, With *ri Illustration-!, in Colour 
by W. I,. Wvi.i.u'i R.A., and ij other 
Iflm.tratiim’i. ('•owni'-vo, (ir. 



Texts. 

Zlmmc-rn (Antonia). WHAT 1)0 WE 
KNOW t't)N( 'RUN I NO ELECTRI¬ 
CITY? Aba/. 8 ?’v. j.v. ud, net. 


Ancient Cities 


General Editor, B. C , A, 

Cr . Bvi >, 

BittSTOt,. By Alfred Harvey, M.R. Illus¬ 
trated by K. TI. New. 

Cantuuiiuhy. By j. C. Cox, LL.D., RS.A, 
Illustrated by It. C. Boulter. 

Chkstkr. By Ji. C. A. Windle, D.Sc. F.R.S. 

Illustrated by K. H. New. 

Dubun. By S, A. 0. FlUpatrlck, Illustrated 
by W. C. Green. 


WINDLE, D.Sc., ER.S. 

,\ t . 6 d . net . 

KntNiuJiHiit. By M. O. Williamson, M.A. 

Ilhmtratrd by I Irrbrrt Railtim. 

Lthf ni.K. By E, Mansrl .Svmpflon, M.A,, 
M.D. Illustrated liy E. II. Nrw. 
.S'lini'.wsmmv. By T. Aucb-n, M.A., F.S.A. 

IlllistriUrd hy Katharine M. Roberts. 
Wki.i.h and (It.AhTiiNiuiKV. IlyT. S. Holmes. 
Illustrated by K. H. New. 
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The Antiquary’s Books 

General Editor, T. CHARLES COX. LL.D.. F 


Demy 8z 10 . 

•etiology and Fai.se Antiquities. 
y R. Munro, LL.D. With 8r Illustrations, 
.s of England, The. By Canon J. J. 
aven, D.D., F.S.A. With 60 Ulustra- 
ins, Second Edition. 
wks of England, The. By Herbert 
Macklin, M.A. With 85 Illustrations. 
•coud Edition. 

ric Art in Pagan and Christian 
hues. By J. Romilly Allen, F.S.A. 
illi 44 Plates and numerous Illustrations. 
esday Inquest, The. By Adolphus 
illard, B.A.,LL.B. With27Illustrations. 
•isii Church Furniture. By J. C. Cox, 
1 ..D., F.S.A., _ and A. Harvey, M.B. 
ith 121 Illustrations. Second Edition. 
lish Costume. From Prehistoric Times 
the End of the Eighteenth Century. By 
sorge Clinch, F.G.S. With 131 Illustra- 
311s. 

lish Monastic Life. By the Right Rev. 
obot Gasquet, O.S.B. With 50 Illustra- 
>ns, Maps and Plans. Third Edition. 
lish Sf.als. _ By J. Harvey Bloom, 
'ith Q3 Illustrations. 


7-f. 6 d. net. 

Folk-Lore as an Historical Science. By 
G. L. Gomme. With 2S Illustrations. 
Gilds and Companies of London, The. 

By George Unwin. With 37 Illustrations. 
Manor and Manorial Records, The. 
By Nathaniel J. Houe. With 54 Illustra¬ 
tions. 

Medueval Hospitals of England, The. 
By R.otha Mary Clay. With many Illus¬ 
trations. 

Old Service Books of the English 
Church. By Christopher Wordsworth, 
M.A., and Henry Littlehales. With 
38 Coloured and other Illustrations. 

Parish Life in Medieval England. By 
the Right Rev. Abbott Gasquet, O.S.B. 
With 39 Illustrations. Second Edition. 
Remains of the Prehistoric Age in 
England. By B. C. A. Windle, D.Sc., 
F.R.S. With 94 Illustrations. Second 
Edition. 

Royal Forests of England, The. By J. 
C. Cox, LL.D., F.S.A. With25 Plates and 
23 other Illustrations. 

Shrines of British Saints. ByJ. C. Wall. 
With 28 Plates and 50 other Illustrations. 


The Arden Shakespeare 

Demy 8 vo. 2 s. 6d. net each volume. 

idition of Shakespeare in single Plays. Edited with a full Introduction, Textual 
Notes, and a Commentary at the foot of the page. 


Well That Ends Well. Edited by 
. 0 . Brigstocke. 

3ny and Cleopatra. Edited by R. H. 
tse. 

beline. Edited by E. Dowden. 

EDY of Errors, The. Edited by Henry 
ningham. 

let. Edited by E. Dowden. Second 
iition. 

us Caesar. Edited by M. Macmillan. 

; Henry v. Edited by H. A. Evans. 

; Henry vi. Pt. i. Edited by PI. C. 
art. 

i PIenry vi. Pt. ii. Edited by H. C. 
art and C. K. Pooler, 
f Lear. Edited by W. J. Craig, 
i Richard hi. Edited by A. H. 
ompson. 

and Death of King John,The. Edited 
Ivor B. John. 

;’s Labour’s Lost. Edited by H. C. 
irt. 


*Macbeth. Edited by H. Cuningham. 
Measure for Measure. Edited by H. C. 
Hart. 

Merchant of Venice, The. Edited by 
C. K. Pooler. 

Merry Wives of Windsor, The. Edited by 
H. C. Hart. 

A Midsummer Night's Dream. Edited by 
H. Cuningham. 

Othello. Edited by H. C. Hart. 

Pericles. Edited by K. Deighton. 

Romeo and Juliet. Edited by Edward 
Dowden. 

Taming of the Shrew, The. Edited by 
R. Warwick Bond. 

Tempest, The. Edited by M. Luce. _ 

Timon of Athens. Edited by K. Deighton. 
Titus Andronicus. Edited by H._B. Baildon. 
Tkoilus and Cressida. Edited by K. 

Deighton. . 

Two Gentlemen of Verona, The. Edited 
by R. W. Bond. 

Twelfth Night. Edited by M. Luce. 
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Tho Beginner's Books 

Edited 1 >y W. WILLIAMSON, I',.A. 


Kaw HiiYATToti Atm Sn 11 ii.i.. By W. 

William-.,m, I'..A. A 'e.rntnf d. I < <tf- i». 
I'.A'.V Ext KUMi-. l ft Aim i it mi Hi. Aiiannrd 
by W. S. Ilruiil. i'hnd E.iitioit. Ji.if. 
ll.-W, Without Aur.wri!,, u, With All-.wrt-.. 

i.i. ;ii/. 

Ka .yT umult RhvmI' .. I’.y llnui Flniirt. 

SecondEdition. Ulii'.ii.iifii. /•'■ t>f*. ii. 
An I'lAWV I'ui'IMIV lii'HK. Srlrulrd .Hill 
on.nil.:ril liv W. WillimiiMin, U.A. Stiond 
Edilton. t V. tiem is. 


Ea-.y Svi'Kii". riiiiM F.nui.imi History. By 
M. Wilim-t-Buxton, F. R.HEt.S. Fifth 
l 'dition, t V. r.r.i. is, 

A First Himih.'Y ok < »i.t'i«:k. By K. K, Firth. 

With •/ Map., I ’t, tl.'vi. u. tm’. 

Sl'illm'*! J'l.-.IM RilMAN IIlM'IIRY. lly K. M. 
W'ilimit lhuiuti. .\econd Edition. Co. 8vo. 
u. 

Sun ;11 m HtinM Tins Oui Ti'.vr ament, By 
K. Wiliuot-Buxton, I'k i'„v. is, (id. 


Books on Business 


AlJTOMiilltl-K INDUSTRY, TllK. 

Slum'. 

IlKKWIUli INDUSTRY, Till?. J. I.. lUkri, 
F.F.tl.S. With vtl UlusUaiiuiis. 
BtlSlNKsS til' AllVI'.ll l l'.INl.j Tint. t‘. 

Miis mi, With u Bhruauttiis. 

IlimwKWi Sum ui' Atimau/nuti'i Tiik. A. 
0 . I.. Ruj'.firi. 

BUSINESS (IK I NMIKANCK, Till'. A. J. Wilson. 
Civir. Kn<:inkkhinij. C T, Fuller, With *»; 
Illtisimticim,. 

('llTTUN iNIUmt'KY ANll TllAlJl'., Tilt?. N. J. 

tllmpnian. With fi Illm.tuitinmi. 

Tint Ki.i'.nuu'Ai. Industry: T.ii.iniNt., 
Thai tkini and Powint. A. 0. Whyte, 
Ikon TitAtiii ok Umkat Britain, Tim. J. 
S. Jeans. With us Xlluntrutiuim. 


2.c. (ui, net, 

l .AW IN UoM.NKliU. II. A. Wihmil. 

Minimi; and Mininu Invkskmicnts. A. 
Moil. 

Mi inky Makki't, The. F. Hunker. 

Mii.MII‘1 TRUSTS, AND KARTELLS. F. 

w. nil it. 

PoHTR AND DuCLs, 1 lunulas Owen, 

F an way;;. K. It. Mi I in mutt. 

Siiiviini uiNti rt.uusTiiv 'I'iik: It-t History, 
Pus In r, S. in,, r, uutl Finance. Pavui 
I'ulUnk, M.l.N.A. 

Stuck Kyoiiahi.k, Tiik. C. Duguid. Second 

hiltlOH. 

Thank Union;.. (J. Hi age. 


Cr. 8w. 

t>. Holden- 


Byzantine Texts 


Edited liy J. 11. BURY, M.A., Litt.D. 


Tim Syriac Chronicle known ah‘that ok 
Zauiiauiah ok Mityi.knu. Translated hy 
F. J. Hamilton, I).J)., ami K. W. Brooks. 
Ferny Bvo, i at, (id. net, 

Kvaoriiis.. Edited hy l.. Bide/ and I Ami 
Burmeiiticr. Ferny 8w. kit. (id. net. 


Tiik ilm'tnitv ok Pski.i.us. Edited hy U. 

Kalitas. Ftmy tir o, i net. 

Ku tiikhUi C! lino tut aanii Cimotm on Atiusn- 
aiuim. Eililnl hy Piuleasor S. B. Lamliros. 
Ferny Hrm. is. t>d. net. 

Tim UniioNiCi.it ok Mouka. Edited hy John 
Schmitt. Ferny 8m t> a s. net, 


Tko Okurchman's Bible 

General Editor, f. IL BURN. H.D., F.R.S.E. 


Ftap. 8s o, is, 

Tiik TCriSTi.w ok Sr. I'aui. tiik. Aroi.'n.K hi 
•line Uai.aiians. ExpUiurd hy A. W. 
Ruhinsoii, M.A. .SVcnwiif Edition, 
Kccmchiabtbb. Exolaiiicd by A. W. Ktremie, 
JD.D. 

Trnu Ei‘itiTt,K ok St. Paw. tiik. Aro«Tt.te in 
the Pmt.nnnANtt, Explained hy C. R. 31. 
Biggs, D.D. Second Edition, 

The Epistle op St. James. Explained by 

H. W, Fulford M.A. 


6<i. net each, 

Gaiaii. Explained hy W. Fk Barnes, IhP. 

‘J'itut l otHines, Willi Map. ar. net each, 
Tiik Ei'ismt ok St, I'aui. tiik ArotiTi tt to 
tiik KriWMANM. Explained hyth H.Whita¬ 
ker, M.A, 

Tlt» (rUsl’Kt, AcCOUDINl) TO >S f. MARK. 
Explained hy J. C. Hu Buiieioti, M.A. 
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HE Little Lttirarv— continued. 
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'HE INHERITANCE. Two Volumes. 
iaskell(Mrs.). CRANFORD. Edited by 

K. V. Lucas. Second Edition. 
lawthorne (Nathaniel). THE SCARLET 

LETTER. Edited by Percy Dearmer. 
lenderson (T. F.). A LITTLE BOOK 
OF SCOTTISH VERSE. 

[eats.(John). POEMS. With an Intro¬ 
duction by L. Bxnyon, and Notes by J. 
Masefield. 
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ANGLER. Edited by J. Buchan. 
Waterhouse (Elizabeth). A LITTLE 
BOOK OF LIFE AND DEATH. Edited 


lilton (John). THE MINOR POEMS 
OF JOHN MILTON. Edited by H. C. 
Beeching, M.A. 

loir (D. M.). MANSIE WAUCH. Edited 
by T. F. Henderson. 

Nichols (J. B. B.). A LITTLE BOOK OF 
ENGLISH SONNETS. 


by. Twelfth Edition. 

Wordsworth (W.). SELECTIONS FROM 
WORDSWORTH. Edited by Nowell 
C. Smith. 

Wordsworth (W.) and Coleridge (S. T.). 

LYRICAL BALLADS. Edited by George 
Sampson. 


The Little Quarto Shakespeare 

Edited by W. J. CRAIG. With Introductions and Notes. 

Pott i 6 mo. In 40 Volumes. Leather, price is. net each volume. 
Mahogany Revolving Book Case . ioj. net. 


Miniature Library 

Reprints in miniature of a few interesting books which have qualities of 
humanity, devotion, or literary genius. 


5 u PH RAN OR : A Dialogue on Youth. By 
Edward FitzGerald. From the edition pub¬ 
lished by W. Pickering in 1851. Demy 
32ma. Leather , as. net. 

Ciik Life of Edward, Lord Herbert of 
CherbuRV. Written by himself. From the 
edition printed at Strawberry Hill m tbe 
year 1764. Demy 3 amo . Leather , as. net. 


Polonius : or Wise Saws and Modem In¬ 
stances. By Edward FitzGerald. From 
the edition published by W. Pickering in 
1852. Demy 3 amo. Leather , as. net. 

The RubAiyAt of Omar KhayyAm. By 
Edward FitzGerald. From the 1st edition 
of 1859, Fourth Edition . Leather, 1 s. 
net. 



Messrs. Methuen's Cataeoc.ue 


A Now Historical Sorios 

Edited l.y the Krv. II. N. AsMAN, M.A., IU\ 


# SKitmr Anuini- IIimuuv. Hy K. 
llowei, II. A. (V, !!■, 'ii, u. (..A 


“e IMl'II •• ! li.iM Mnul'lid irKTOKV. % K. M. 
WilmotiUixtmt, K.R.Hii.t.S. Cr.8iv. ts.hd. 


The Now Library of Medicine 

Edited l.y (\ \V. SAi.EKRY, M. I >. , K. R.S.Kdin. Demy 87 >0. 


CakiS (ik Tim Unity, I'm . F. t‘.tv.iu.ty,li. 

Second h'dition, 71 , <\t. tiff. 

Clin.niiim UK Tin N.viiun, Thk. Rip,lit 

!lun. Sir Jnlm (luf.l. 71. tut. tiff. 

CciNTliUI, (IK A Si ullUC.K, TlIKi.l, ll"W 
Cum tr is Cui.dilc. (’Inn. I’, t"luM«s 
7if. (ui, net. 

KlMCASUS UK ( It l Cl'A ITUN. SiJ TluiUI.fi 

Oliver, w. (<d. net. 

Dkinic Hinmi tm, Tiik, in ins Mriliio.Sm in. 
lin;ii'.il A'.|itn'l:i. Editril liy T. N. Kelyu.u k. 
is, tui, net. 


| I ii'i'i,.. ami nir 1 iifut; H aiut. II. Kainslmry. 
I i .. 1 iiiNAi. N i kvk Disk asks. A. 'I'. Srliii- 
Ih-IiI, •/.>. nd. net. 

IIvuii nk uk Mind, Thk. T. S. (Houston. 

f’i/lk I'd it ion, js. hd. net. 

If .kant Muktai.i i v. I irui'^r Newman. 
71 , (nt. net. 

I'll! VKN 111 IN UK TimKfciT!!,lists (CdNSUMP- 
I ii in), Tiik. Aillmr Nrw.hnhuc. iox, 6 d. 
net. 

*Aiu am n IIkai.tii. Ronald C. Mucfie, M.A., 
M.I1. yu lid. net. 


mien Wui.K. r.y 
1 j IlluMralii'iis. 


The New Library of Music 

Cditcd by ERNEST NEWMAN. Demy 8 ro. 
liy Ernest Newman. With 1 Kamhi t,. I'.y R 


77. (i</. net. 


Kamhi t,. I'.y R, A. Strcutfeild, With 12 
Illiintratiims. 


Oxford Biographies 

Fcap. &vq. Eat ft volume, doth, a v. (\,l. net-, leather , p. Gtl. net. 


1 )ANTK AmuIIIKKI. liy I'HItelTiiyiilire, M.A., , 
K.l.iil. Widi cj Ulmiit.itium-. S'hhdl dition, 
Gikoi.amu SAVuNAiKif.A. Hy I*'.. I.. S. Kins ! 
Imrftli, M.A. With 12 IlHistr«tiuii , i. Stumd ! 
Edition. i 

John Howako. Hy K. C, S. Kil.mm, UK., . 

llisltup of Glmiretiter. With u I llustr,iti«.iT.. j 
Ai.kkich 'I'knnvmin. liy A. C. Hknsun, M. A. 

Wilii 0 Illunii'iitimiK. AVi end Edition. 

Sin Wai.tk.u Rai.k.imi. Hy I. A. Tiiylut. 
Willi 1 a IlhiMtrnliitir.. 

Erasmus. _ ]ly K. I 1 '. It. Cupey, With r.> 
Illustrations. 

Thk YmiNit HnKTK.Niirn. Hy C. S. Terry. 1 
With vs IHuntmtioim. I 


iti.iuTfr lli'Kss. Hy T, F. Henderson. 
Widi 1 s lllit .u.ni'.iis. 

Ciiaiham. Ity A. S. M'Dowtdl. With 13 
llliii.tiiitums. 

I'kani is up A’. sim. Hy Arum M. Stod- 
d.ut. With if. Ilhisir.ittuiis. 

I'anninc;. Hy W. Aliittin I’liillips. With is 
lllu’itrittiiiiri. 

HKAfuNSKii.ui, Hy Walter Sichcl. With 12 
Illustrations, 

Ji'ltANN Wul.KliAMIJ (itil'TIlP. liy II. G. 

Atkin*. Widi 16 Illu'.tr.iiiuns. 

Fu\si 1 (ii*4 Fi mi 1 mj, liy Viscount St Gyre*. 
Widi 12 Illur.triUiuim, 


Bomantic History 

Edited by MARTIN IIIJME, M. A. With It/mirations. Demy 8 vo. 

A senes of attractive volumes in wliirh tlie periods mid pnr.sarnditieii selected are 
such as afford romuntit: human Interest, in addition to their historical importance. 

Tint Fimt Govrknkss ok tiik Nktiikk* Ilumn, M.A, tv. net. 

LANtnt, Marqakkt ok Austkia, Kleunor Tiirt Nime Kavs' ( Him. n. Ridmrd Davey. 
E. Tremayne. tos, 6 d, net. With 11 Ihehme liy M.iriin Hume, M.A. 

Two Enoush QuitttNa ANU Hmur Martin With 12 IlUnaraiions. iw. 6 d. net. 
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School Examination Series 


Edited by A. M. M. STEDMAN, M.A. Crown Svo. as. 6 d. 


mination Papers in English History. 
y J. Tait Plowden-Wardlaw, B.A. 
nch Examination Papers. By A. M. 
i. Stedman, M.A. Fifteenth Edition. 
Key. Sixth Edition. 6s. net. 
eral Knowledge Examination 
apers. By A. M. M. Stedman, M.A. 
\xth Edition. 

Key. Fourth Edition. 7 s. net. 
man Examination Papers. By R. J. 
'orich. Seventh Edition. 

Key. Third Edition. 6s. net. 


Greek Examination Papers. By A. M. M. 
Stedman, M.A. Ninth Edition. 

Key^ Fourth Edition. 6s. net. 

History and Geography Examination 
Papers. By C. H. Spence, M.A, Third 
Edition. 

Latin Examination Papers. By A. M. M. 
Stedman, M.A. Fourteenth Edition. 

Key. Seventh Edition. 6s. net. 
Physics Examination Papers. By R. E. 
Steel, M.A., F.CS. 


School Histories 


Illustrated. Crown Svo. is. 6 d. 


ihool History of Warwickshire. By 
. C. A. Windle, D.Sc., F.R.S. 

School History op Somerset. By 
Walter Raymond. Second Edition. 
chool History of Lancashire. By 
T . E. Rhodes, M.A. 


A School History of Surrey. By K. E 
Malden, M.A. 

A School History of Middlesex. By V. G. 
Plarr, M.A., and F. W. Walton, M.A. 


Simplified French Texts 

Edited by T. R. N. CROFTS, M.A. 
Fcap Svo. is. 


allah. By Edouard Laboulaye. Adapted 
y J. A. Wilson. 

ux Contes. By P. Mdrimie. Adapted 
f J. F. Rhoades. 

mono Dant&s. By A. Dumas. Adapted 
yM. Ceppi. 

n Valjean. By Victor Hugo. Adapted 
yF.W. M. Draper, M.A. 

Bataille de Waterloo. By Erckmann- 
hatrian. Adapted by G. H. Evans. 
Bouii.lie au Miel. By A. Dumas, 
dapted by P. B. Ingham, M.A. 

Chanson de Roland. Adapted by H. 
.ieu, M.A. Second Edition. 

Donscrit de 1813. By Erckmann-Chatrian. 
dapted by PI. Rieu. 


Le Docteur Math£us. By Erckmann- 
Chatrian. Adapted by W. P. Fuller, M.A. 
*Le Due de Beaufort. By A. Dumas. 

Adapted by P. B. Ingham, M.A. 
L’Equipage de la Belle-Nivernaise. By 
Alphonse Daudet. Adapted by T. R. N. 
Crofts, M.A. 

L’Histoire d’une Tulipe. By A. Dumas. 
Adapted by T. R. N. Crofts, M.A. Second 
Edition. 

L’Histoire de Pierre et Camille. By’A. de 
Musset. Adapted by J.B. Patterson, M.A. 
Memoires de Cadichon. By Madam de 
Sdgur. Adapted by J. F. Rhoades. 
*D’Ajaccio k Saint Helene. By A. Dumas. 

Adapted by F. W. M. Draper, M.A. 

Remy le Chevrier. By E. Souvestre. 
Adapted by E. E. Chottin, B-es-L. 


Simplified German Texts 


Edited by T. R. G. CROFTS, M.A. Fcap. 8 vo. 


Muller am Rhein. By C. Brentano. 
lapted by Florence A. Ryan. 
Geschichte von Peter Schlemihl. 
rA. v. Chamisso. Adapted by R. C. Perry. 


Die Nothelfer. ByW. H. Riehl. Adapted 
by P. B. Ingham, M.A 
Undine und Huldbrand. By La Motte 
Fouqu6. Adapted byT. R. N. Crofts t M.A 
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THE PASSrORT. Fourth Edition. Cr. 
8 vo. 6s. 

TEMPTATION. Fifth Edition. Cr. too. 
6s. 

ANTHONY CUTHBERT. Fourth Edition 
Cr. too. 6s. 

LOVE'S PROXY. A New Edition. Cr. too. 
6s. 

DONNA DIANA. Second Edition. Cr. 

too. 6s. Also Medium too. 6 d. 
CASTING OE NETS. Twelfth Edition. Cr. 

too. 6s. Also Medium too. 6d. 

Balfour (Andrew). BY STROKE OE 
SWORD. Medium too. 6d. 

Ball (Oona H.) (Barbara Burke). TIIKIR 
OXFORD YEAR. With 16 Illustrations 
Cr. too. 6 s. 

BARBARA GOES TO OXFORD. With 16 
Illustrations. Third Edition. Cr. too. 6s. 
Barlng-Gould (S.). ARMINELL. Fifth 
Edition. Cr. too. 6s. 

Also Medium too. 6d. 

URITI-I. Fifth Edition. Cr. too. 6s. 

Also Medium too. 6d. 

IN THE ROAR OF TI-IE SEA. Seventh 
Edition. Cr, too. 6s. 

Also Medium 8 vo. 6d. 

CHEAP JACK ZITA. Medium too. 6d. 
MARGERY OF QUETIIER. Third 
Edition. Cr. too. 6s. 

THE QUEEN OF LOVE. Fifth Edition. 

Cr. 8 vo. 6s. Also Medium too. 6d. 
JACQUETTA. Third Edition, Cr.too. 6s. 
KITTY ALONE. Fifth Edition. Cr.too. 6s. 

Also Medium too. 6d. 

NOEMI. Illustrated. Fourth Edition. Cr. 

too. 6s. Also Medium too. 6d. 

THE BROOM-SQUIRE. Illustrated. 
Fifth Edition. Cr. 87/0. 6s. 

Also Medium too. 6d. 

DARTMOOR IDYLLS. Cr. too. 6s. 
GUAVAS THE TINNER. Illustrated. 

Second Edition, Cr. too. 6s. 

BLADYS OF THE STEWPONICY. Illus¬ 
trated. Second Edition. Cr. too. 6s. 
PABO THE PRIEST. Cr. 8w 0. 6s. 
WINEFRED. Illustrated. Second Edition. 

Cr. too. 6s. Also Medium too. 6d. 
ROYAL GEORGIE. Illustrated. Cr. too. 6s. 
CHRIS OF ALL SORTS. Cr. too. 6s. 
INDEWISLAND. Second Ed. Cr.too. 6s. 
THE FROBISHERS. Crown too. 6s. 

Also Medium too. 6d. 

DOMITIA. Illus. Second Ed. Cr. too. 6s. 
MRS. CURGENVEN OF CURGENVEN. 
Crown too. 6s. 

LITTLE TU'PENNY. Medium too. 6d. 
FURZE BLOOM. Medium too. 6d. 
Barnett (Edith A.). A WILDERNESS 
WINNER. Second Edition. Cr. too. 6s. 


Barr (James). LAUGHING THROUGH 
A WILDERNESS. Cr.too. 6s. 

Barr (Robert). IN THE MIDST OF 
ALARMS. 'Third Edition. Cr. too. 6s. 

Also Medium 8 vo. 6d. 

THE _ COUNTESS TEKLA. Fourth 
Edition. Cr. 87 to. 6s. 

Also Medium too. 6d. 

THE MUTABLE MANY. Third Edition. 
Cr. 87/0. 6s. Also Medium too. 6d. 

TI-IE TEMPESTUOUS PETTICOAT. 
Illustrated. Third Edition. Cr. too. 6s. 

JENNIE BAXTER JOURNALIST. 
Medium too. 6d. 

Begbie (Harold). THE CURIOUS AND 
DIVERTING ADVENTURES OF SIR 
JOHN SPARROW; or, Tint Progress 
of an Open Mind. With a Frontispiece. 
Second Edition. Cr. too, 6s. 

Belloc (H.), EMMANUEL BURDEN, 
MERCHANT. With 36 Illustrations by 
G.K. Chesterton. Second Ed. Cr.too. 6s. 

A CHANGE IN THE CABINET. Second 
Edition. Cr. too. 6s. 

Benson (E. F.) DODO : A Detail op the 
Day. Fifteenth Edition. Cr. too. 6 s. 

Also Medium too. 6d. 

THE VINTAGE. Medium 87 10. 6d. 

Benson (Margaret). SUBJECT TO 
VANITY. Cr. too. 3 s. 6d. 

Birmingham (George A.). TI-IE BAD 
TIMES. Second Edition. Cr. too. 6s. 

SPANISH GOLD. Fourth Edition. Cr. 
too. 6s. 

THE SEARCH PARTY. Cr. too. 6s. 

Bowles (G. Stewart). A GUN-ROOM 
DITTY BOX. Second Ed. Cr.too. is.6d. 

Bretherton (Ralph Harold). THE 
MILL. Cr.too. 6s. 

AN HONEST MAN. Second Edition. Cr. 
too. 6s. 

Bronte (Charlotte). SHIRLEY. Medium 
too. 6d. 

Burton (J. Bloundelle). ACROSS THE 
SALT SEAS. Medium 87/(7. 6d. 


Caffyn (Mrs.) (‘ Iota’). ANNE MAULE- 
VERER. Medium too. 6d. 

Campbell (Mrs. Vere). F E R R I B Y. 

Second Edition. Cr. too. 6 s. 

Capes (Bernard). TI-IE EXTRAOR¬ 
DINARY CONFESSIONS OF DIANA 
PLEASE. Third Edition. Cr. too. 6s. 
A JAY OF ITALY. Fourth Ed. Cr. too. 6s. 
LOAVES AND FISHES. Second Edition. 
Cr. Zvo. 6 s. 

A ROGUE'S TRAGEDY. Second Edition. 
Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

TI-IE GREAT SKENE MYSTERY. 

Second Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

THE LOVE STORY OF ST. BEL. Second 
Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
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THE LAKE OF WINE. Medium Zvo. 6d. 
Carey (Wymond). LOVE THE JUDGE. 

Second Edition. CV. 8 vo. 6s. 

Castle (Agnes and Egerton). FLOWER 
O' THE ORANGE,_ and Other Tales. 
With a Frontispiece in Colour by A. H. 
Btickland. Third Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 
Charlton (Randal). M A V E. Second 
Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

THE VIRGIN WIDOW. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 
Chesney (Weatherby). THE MYSTERY 
OF A BUNGALOW. Second Edition. 
Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

Clifford (Mrs. W. K.). THE GETTING 
WELL OF DOROTHY. Illustrated by 
Gordon Browne. Second Edition. Cr.Zvo. 
3-r. 6d. 

A FLASH OF SUMMER. Medium 8 vo. 6d. 
MRS. KEITH’S CRIME. Medium 8vo. 6d. 
Conrad (Joseph). THE SECRET AGENT: 

A Simple Tale. Fourth Ed. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 
A SET OF SIX. Fourth Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 
Corbett (Julian). A BUSINESS IN 
GREAT WATERS. Third Edition. Cr. 
8 vo. 6s. Also Medium Zvo. 6d. 

Corelli (Marie). A ROMANCE OF TWO 
WORLDS. Twenty-Ninth Ed. Cr.Zvo. fijt. 
VENDETTA. Twenty-Seventh Edition. Cr. 
Zvo. 6s. 

THELMA. Thirty-Ninth Ed. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
ARDATFI: THE STORY OF A DEAD 
SELF. Nineteenth Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
THE SOUL OF LILITH. Sixteenth Edi¬ 
tion. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

WORMWOOD. Sixteenth Ed. Cr.Zvo. 6s. 
BARABBAS: A DREAM OF THE 
WORLD'S TRAGEDY. Forty-Fourth 
Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

THE SORROWS OF SATAN. Fifty-Fifth 
Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

THE MASTER CHRISTIAN. Twelfth 
Edition. 177th Thousand. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
TEMPORAL POWER: A STUDY IN- 
SUPREMACY. Second Edition. 150th 
Thousand. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

GOD’S GOOD MAN: A SIMPLE LOVE 
STORY. Thirteenth Edition. 150th Thou¬ 
sand. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

HOLY ORDERS: the Tragedy op a 
Quiet Life. Second Edition. 10.0th 
Thousand. Crown Zvo. 6s. 

THE MIGHTY ATOM. Twenty-seventh 
Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

BOY: a Sketch. Eleventh Edition. Cr.Zvo. 
6s. 

CAMEOS. Thirteenth Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
Cotes (Mrs. Everard). See Duncan (Sara 
Jeannette). 

Cotterell (Constance). THE VIRGIN 
AND THE SCALES. Illustrated. Second 
Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 


Crockett (S. R.) ( LOCHINVAR. Illus¬ 
trated. Third Edition. Cr.Zvo. 6s. 

A Iso Medium Zvo. 6d. 

THE STANDARD BEARER. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
Croker (Mrs. B. M.). THE OLD CAN¬ 
TONMENT. Cr.Zvo. 6s. 

JOHANNA. Second Edition. Cr.Zvo. 6s. 

Also Medium Zvo. 6d. 

THE HAPPY VALLEY. Fourth Edition. 
Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

A NINE DAYS’ WONDER. Third 
Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

PEGGY OF THE BARTONS. Seventh 
Ed. Cr. Zvo. 6s. Also Medium Zvo. 6d. 
ANGEL. Fifth Edition. Cr.Zvo. 6s. 

Also Medium Zvo. 6d. 

A STATE SECRET. Third Edition. Cr. 

Zvo. 3s. 6 d. Also Medium Zvo. 6d. 
KATHERINE THE ARROGANT. Fifth 
Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Crosbie (Mary). DISCIPLES. Second Ed. 
Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Cuthell (Edith E.). ONLY A GUARD- 
ROOM DOG. Illustrated by W. Parkin¬ 
son. Crown Zvo. 3s. 6d. 

Dawson (Warrington). THE SCAR. 

Second Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

THE SCOURGE Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Deakin (Dorothea). THE YOUNG 
COLUMBINE. With a Frontispiece by 
Lewis Baumer. Cr. Zvo. 6 s. 

Deane (Mary). THE OTHER PAWN. 
Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Doyle (A. Conan). ROUND THE RED 
LAMP. Eleventh Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
Also Medium Zvo. 6 d. 

Dumas (Alexandre). See page 46. 

Duncan (Sara Jeannette) (Mrs. Everard 
Cotes). THOSE DELIGHTFUL 
AMERICANS. Medium Zvo. 6d. 

A VOYAGE OF CONSOLATION. Illus¬ 
trated. ThirdEdition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Also Medium Zvo. 6d. 

COUSIN CINDERELLA. Second Edition. 
Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

THE BURNT OFFERING. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
E ldridge(G eorge D.). IN THE POTTER’S 
HOUSE. Cf. Zvo. 6s. 

Eliot (George). THE MILL ON THE 
FLOSS. Medium Zvo. 6d. 

Erskine (Mrs. Steuart). THE MAGIC 
PLUMES. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Fenn (G. Manville). SYD BELTON; or, 
The Boy who would not go to Sea. Illus¬ 
trated by Gordon Browne. Second Ed. 
Cr. Zvo. 3s. 6d. 

FindIater(J.H.). THE GREEN GRAVES 
OF BALGOWRIE. Fifth Edition. 
Cr. Zvo. 6s. Also Medium Zvo. 6 d. 

THE LADDER TO THE STARS. Second 
Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
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Pindlater (Mary). A NARROW WAY. 

Third Edition. Cr. Bvo. us. 

OVER THE IIILLS. Second Edition. Cr. 
fir. 

THE ROSE OE JOY. Third J'Jition. 
Cr, Bvo, 6s. 

A BLIND BIRD’S NEST. With 8 IIIuv 
Iratiims. Second Edition. Cr. dm 6s. 
Fitzpatrick (K.) THE WEANS AT 
RuWALLAN. Illustrated. Second Edi¬ 
tion. Cr. 8m 6s. 

Francis (M. S 3 .). (Mr.. Fr.mris Blundell). 
STEIM’INt; WESTWARD. Second Edi¬ 
tion. t V. 8m tis. 

MARGERY O’ THE Mil,I.. 'Third 
Edition. Cr. Srv. fix. 

I[ARDY-ON-Tl [K~II ILL. Third Edition. 
Cr. 8 vo. fix. 

OALATEA OF THE WH KATE I ELI). 

Second Edition. Cr. Bvo. Us. 

Fraser (Mrs. Hugh)- THE SLAKING 
OF THK SWORD. Second Edition. 
Cr. Bvo. 6s. 

GIANNELLA. Cr. 8m. 6s. 

IN THE SHADOW OF THE LORD. 

Third Edition. Crosin 8m fix. 

Pry <B. and C.B.). A MOTHER’S SON. 

Fifth Edition. Cr. 8m fix. 
Puller-Maltland (1311a). BLANCH E 
ESMEA1). Second Edition. Cr. 8 vo, 6s. 
Gallon (Tom). RICKERBY’S FOLLY. 
Medium 8 vo. 6d. 

Haskell (Mrs.). CRANFORD. Medium 
Bvo, 6 d. 

DIARY BARTON. Medium Bvo. 6d. 
NORTH ANI) SOUTH. Medium 8 vo. 6d. 
Gates (Eleanor). THE l’LOW-WOMAN. 
Cr. 8m Us. 

Gerard (Dorothea). HOLY MATRI¬ 
MONY. Medium Bvo. 6d. 

MADE OF MONEY. , Medium 8 tjo. C d. 
THE .IMPROBABLE IDYL. Third 
Edition. Cr, Bvo. 6s. 

TIIE BRIDGE OF LIFE. Cr. Bvo. 6s. 
THE CONQUEST OF LONDON. Medium 
8 vo, 6d. 

Gibbs (Philip). TICK. SPIRIT OF RE- 
VOLT. Second Edition. Cr. Bvo. 6s. 
Gisaing (George). THE TOWN TRA¬ 
VELLER. Medium Bvo. 6d. 

THE CROWN OF LIFE. Cr. Bvo. 6s. 
Also Medium 8sw. 6d. 

Glanvllle (Ernest). 1TIE INCA’S TREA¬ 
SURE. Illustrated. Cr, Bvo. 3 ,?. 6d. 

Also Medium Bvo. 6d. 

THE KLOOF BRIDE. Medium Bvo. 6d. 
Glelg (Charles). BUNTER’S CRUISE. 
Illustrated. Cr. Bvo. 3s, 6d. 

Also Medium Bvo. ad. 

Grimm (The Brothers). GRIMM’S FAIRY 
TALES. Illustrated. Medium 8w, 6 d . 


IN Tmo (5RIP UF the 

I RUMS: A Story or 1914. Cr. Bvo 
is. net. 


Hamilton (M.). THE FIRST CLAIM. 
Second Edition. Cr. Bvo. fix. 

Hrtmtdcn (Beatrice). IN VARYING 
MOODS. Fourteenth Edition. Cr.Bvo. fix. 
THE SCHOLAR'S DAUGHTER. Fourth 
Edition. Cr. Km us. 

:u ' a T1!F ‘ RKM n’- 

1 AN Cl 1 , MAN. Twelfth Ed. Cr. Bvo. 
fix. 


INTERPLAY. Fifth Edition. 0.87,0. fix. 

Ilarrod (P.) (Prances Forbes Robertson). 
TIIE TAMING OE THE BRUTE. Cr. 
Bvo. 6x. 


Hart (Mabel). SISTER K. Cr. 8m 6s. 
HIchcns (Robert). THE PROPHET OF 
BERKELEY SQUARE. Second Edition. 
Cr. Bvo, fix. 

TONGUES OE CONSCIENCE. Third 
Edition. Cr. Bvo. fix. 

EELIX. Sixth Edition. Cr. 8m fix. 

T 11 E WOMAN WJ 'PI I TIIE EAN. Seventh 
Edition. Cr. 8m fix. 

BYKWAYS. Cr. Bvo. 6s. 

THE GARDEN OE ALLAH. Eighteenth 
Edition. Cr. Bvo. fix. 

THE BLACK SPANIEL. Cr. Bvo. fix. 
THE CALL OE TIIE BLOOD. Seventh 
Edition. Cr. 8m fix. 

BARBARY SHEEP. Second Edition. 
Cr. Bvo. 3s. 6d. 

Hope (Anthony). THE GOD IN THE 
CAR. Eleventh Edition. Cr. Bvo. fix. 

A CHANGE OE AIR. Sixth Ed, Cr.Bvo. 6s, 
Also Medium Bvo. 6 d. 

A MAN OEMARK. Sixth Ed. Cr.Bvo. fix. 

Also Medium 8m 6d. 

THE CHRONICLES OE COUNT AN- 
TONIO. Sixth Edition. Cr.Bvo. 6s. 
Also Medium Bvo. 6d. 

PHROSO. Illustrated by II. R. Millar. 
Eighth Edition. Cr. Bvo. fix. 

Also Medium Bvo. 6d. 

SIMON DALE. Illustrated. Eighth Edition. 
Cr. 8m fix. 

THE KING’S MIRROR. Fourth Edition. 
Cr. Bvo. fix. 

Q U IS ANTE. Fourth Edition. Cr.Bvo. fix. 
TIIE DOLLY DIALOGUES. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

Also Medium Bvo. 6d. 

A SERVANT OF THE PUBLIC. Illus¬ 
trated. Fourth Edition. Cr. Bvo. 6s. 
TALES OF TWO PEOPLE. With a Fron¬ 
tispiece by A. il. Buckland. Third Ed. 
Cr. 8m 6s. 

THE GREAT MISS DRIVER. With a 
Frontispiece by A. II. Buckland. Fourth 
Edition. Cr. Bvo. fix. 
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Hornung (E. W.). DEAD MEN TELL 
NO TALKS. Medium Zvo. 6d. 

Housman (Clemence). THE LIFE OF 
SIR AGLOVALE DEGALIS. Cr. S vo. 6s. 
Hueffer (Ford Madox). AN ENGLISH 
GIRL: A Romance. Second Edition. 
Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

MR. APOLLO: A Just Possible Story. 

Second Edition. Cr. S vo. 6s. 

Hutten(Baroness von). THE HALO. 

Fifth Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

Hyne (C. J. CutcSiffe). MR. HOR- 
ROCKS, PURSER. Fourth Edition. 
Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

PRINCE RUPERT, THE BUCCANEER. 

Illustrated. Third Edition. Cr.Zvo. 6s. 
Ingraham (J. H.). THE THRONE OF 
DAVID. Medium 87 to. 6d. 

Jacobs (W. W.). MANY CARGOES. 

Thirty-first Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 3s. 6d. 
SEA URCPIIN S. Fifteenth Edition.. Cr. 

8 vo. 3-f. 6d. 

A MASTER OF CRAFT. Illustrated by Will 
Owen. Eighth Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 3 s. 6d. 
LIGPIT FREIGHTS. Illustrated by Will 
Owen and Others. Seventh Edition. Cr. 

8 vo. 3J. 6d. 

TPIE SKIPPER’S WOOING. Ninth Edi- 
| tion. Cr. 87 >0. 35'. 6 d. 

I AT SUNWICH PORT. Illustrated by 
Will Owen. NinthEdition. Cr.Svo. 3s.6d. 
DIALSTONE LANE. Illustrated by Will 
Owen. Seventh Edition. Cr. Zvo. 3s. 6d. 
ODD CRAFT. Illustrated by Will Owen. 

Third. Edition. Cr. Zvo. 3 s. 6d. 

THE LADY OF THE BARGE. Illustrated. 

Eighth Edition. Cr. Zvo. 3s. 6 d. 
SALTHAVEN. Illustrated by Will Owen. 

Second Edition. Cr. Zvo. 3s. 6d. 
SAILORS’ KNOTS. Cr. Zvo. 3s. 6d. 
James (Henry). THE SOFT SIDE. Second 
Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6 s. 

THE BETTER SORT. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

THE GOLDEN BOWL. Third Edition. 
Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Keays (H. A. Mitchell). HE THAT 
EATETH BREAD WITH ME. Cr. 
Zvo. 6s. 

Keater (Vaughan). THE FORTUNES OF 
THE LANDRAYS. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
Lawless (Hon. Emily). WITH ESSEX 
IN IRELAND. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Le Queux (William). THE HUNCH¬ 
BACK OF WESTMINSTER. Third Ed. 
Cr. Zvo. 6s, Also Medium Zvo. 6d. 
THE CLOSED BOOK. Third Edition. 
Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

THE VALLEY OF THE SHADOW. 

Illustrated. Third Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
BEHIND THE THRONE. Third Edition. 
Cr. Zvo. 6s, 
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THE CROOKED WAY. Second Edition. 
Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

Levett-Yeats (S. K.). OR RAIN. Second 
Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. Also Medium 
Zvo. 6d. 

THE TRAITOR’S WAY. Medium Zvo. 6 d. 
Linton(E. Lynn). THE TRUE HISTORY 
OF JOSHUA DAVIDSON. Medium 
Zvo. 6d. 

London (Jack). WHITE FANG. With a 
Frontispiece by Charles Rivingston 
Bull. Sixth Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
Lubbock (Basil). DEEP SEA WAR. 
RIORS. Illustrated. Second Edition. Cr. 
Zvo. 6s. 

*Lucas (St. John). THE FIRST ROUND. 
Cr. Zoo. 6s. 

Lyall (Edna). DERRICK VAUGHAN, 
NOVELIST. 43 rd Thousand. Cr. Zvo. 
3 s. 6d. Also Medium Zvo. 6d. 

Maartens (Maarten). THE NEW RELI¬ 
GION : A Modern Novel. Third Edi¬ 
tion. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

BROTHERS ALL; More Stories op 
Dutch Peasant Life. Third Edition. 
Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

THE PRICE OF LIS DORIS. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
M‘Carthy (Justin H.). THE LADY OF 
LOYALTY HOUSE. Illustrated. Third 
Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6r. 

THE DRYAD. Second Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
THE DUKE’S MOTTO. Third Edition. 
Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Macdonald (Ronald). A HUMAN 
TRINITY. Second Edition. Cr. Zoo. 6s. 

Macnaughtan (S.). THE FORTUNE OF 
CHRISTINA M’NAB. Fourth Edition. 
Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Malet (Lucas). COLONEL ENDERBY’S 
WIFE. Fourth Edition. Cr. Zvo. fir. 

A COUNSEL OF PERFECTION. Second 
Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Also Medium Zvo. 6d. 

THE WAGES OF SIN. Sixteenth Edition. 
Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

THE CARISSIMA Fifth Ed. Cr.Zvo. 6s. 

Also Medium Zvo. 6d. 

THE GATELESS BARRIER. Fifth Edi¬ 
tion. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

THE HISTORY OF SIR RICHARD 
CALM AD Y. Seventh Edition. Cr.Zvo. 6s. 

Mann (Mrs. M. E.). OLIVIA’S SUMMER. 

Second Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

A LOST ESTATE. A New Ed. Cr.Zvo. 6s. 

Also Medium Zvo. 6d. 

THE PARISH O F HILBY. A New Edition. 
Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

THE PARISH NURSE. Fourth Edition. 
Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

GRAN’MA’S JANE. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
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MUR. PETER HOWARD. Second Edition. 

Cr. 8vo. fir. Also Medium Bvo. (id. 

A WINTER'S TALK. A New Edition. 

Cr. Um (is. Also Medium Bvo. (id. 

ONE ANOTHER’S BURDENS. A New 
Edition. Cr. Bvo. 6s. 

Also Medium Bvo. 6d. 

ROSE AT IIONEYPOT. Third Ed. Cr. 
Bvo. fir. 

THERE WAS ONCE A PRINCE. Illus¬ 
trated by M. B. Mann, Cr. Bvo. 3.?. 6 d. 
WHEN ARNOT.D COMES HOME. Illus¬ 
trated by M. B. Mann. Cr. Bvo. y. 6d. 
THE EOLAMORE PORTRAITS. Third 
Edition. Cr. bro. fir. 

THE MEMORIES OK RONALD LOVE. 
Cr. 8w. fir. 

THE SHEEP AND THE GOATS. Third 
Edition. Cr. 8 vo, fir. 

A SHEAF OK CORN. Second Edition. 
Cr. 8vo. 6s. 

THE IIEART’-SMITKR. Secomt Edition. 
Cr, 8 vo. 6s. 

AVENGING CHILDREN. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 
THE PATTEN EXPERIMENT. Medium 
8 vo. fi d. 

THE CEDAR STAR. Medium 8 vo, 6d. 
Marchmont (A. W.). MISER HOAD- 
LEY’S SECRET. Medium Bvo. fi d. 

A MOMENT'S ERROR. Medium 8 vo. 6 d. 
Marriott (Charles). GENEVRA. Second 
Edition. Cr. &vo. 6s. 

Marryat (Captain). PETER SIMPLE 
Medium 8 vo. 6<i. 

JACOB FAITHFUL. Medium 8 vo. 6d. 
Marsh (Richard). THE TWICKENHAM 
PEERAGE. Second Edition. Cr.Bvo. 6s. 
Also Medium 8 vo. (id. 

THE MARQUIS OF PUTNEY. Second 
Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6r. 

IN TI-IF. SERVICE OF LOVE. Third. 

Edition. Cr. 8vo, 6r. 

THE GIRL AND THE MIRACLE, 
Third Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

THE COWARD BEHIND THE CUR- 
TAIN. Cr.Bvo. 6s. 

THE SURPRISING HUSBAND. Second 
Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

A ROYAL INDISCRETION. Cr. Bvo. 6s. 
A METAMORPHOSIS. Medium 8 vo. 6d. 
THE GODDESS. Medium 8 vo. 6d. 

THE JOSS. Medium Bvo. 6d. 

Marshall (Archibald). MANY JUNES. 

Second Edition. Cr. 8 vo, 6r. 

THE SQUIRE’S DAUGHTER. Cr.Bvo. 6s. 
Mason (A. E. WA CLEMENTINA. 
Illustrated. Third Edition, Cr.Bvo. 6r. 
Also Medium Bvo. 6d. 

Mathers (Helen). HONEY. Fourth Ed. 
Cr. Bvo. 6s. Also Medium Bvo. 6d, 


GRIFF OF GRIFFITIISCOURT. Second 
Edition, Cr. Bvo. fir. 

Also Medium Bvo. 6d. 

THE FERRYMAN Second Edition. Cr. 
8w. 6r. 


TALLY -1101 Fourth Edition. Cr.Bvo. fir. 
SAM'S SWEETHEART. Medium Bvo. 6d. 
Maud (Constance). A DAUGHTER OF 
FRANCE. With a Frontispiece. Second 
Edition. Cr. Bvo. fir. 

Maxwell (W. B.). VIVIEN. Ninth Edi¬ 
tion. Cr. Bvo. Os. 

THE RAGGED MESSENGER. Third 
Edition. Cr. 8 vo. fir. 


FABULOUS FANCIES. Cr. Bvo. fir. 
THE GUARDED FLAME. Seventh Edi . 
turn. Cr. 8 vo. fir. 


OI > 1 ) LENGTHS. Second Ed. Cr.Bvo. fir. 
IIILL RISE. Fourth Edition. Cr.Bvo, 6r. 
THE COUNTESS OF MAYBURY: Be- 
TWKKN Yotr AND I. Fourth Edition. 
Cr, Bvo. fir. 


Meade (L. T.). DRIFT. Second Edition. 

Cr. Bvo. fir. Also Medium Bvo. 6d. 
RKSURGAM. Second Edition. Cr. Bvo. 6r. 
VICTORY. Cr. Bvo. fir. 

A GIRL OF THE PEOPLE. Illustrated. 

Fourth Edition. Cr. Bvo. y. 6d. 
IIEPSY GIPSY. Illustrated. Cr.Bvo. os.6d. 
THE HONOURABLE MIS'S: A Story or 
an Oi.u-FARmoNiiD Town. Illustrated. 
Second Edition. Cr. 8? 10, 3s, 6d. 

Melton (R.). C/ESAU'S WIFE. Second 
Edition. Cr. Bvo. 6s. 

Meredith (Ellis). HEART OF MY 
HEART. Cr. 8w. dr. 

Miller (Esther). LIVING LIES. Third 
Edition. Cr. Bvo. fir. 

Also Medium Bvo. 6d. 

MItford (Bertram). THE SIGN OF THE 
SPIDER. Illustrated. Sixth Edition. 
Cr. Bvo. 3r. 6d. Also Medium Bvo. 6d. 
IN THE WHIRL OF THE RISING. 

Third Edition , Cr. Bvo. 6s. 

THE RED DERELICT. Second Edition. 
Cr. Bvo. 6s. 

Molosworth(Mrs.). THE RED GRANGE. 
Illustrated. Second Edition. Cr. Bvo. 
3r. 0 d. 

Montgomery (K. L.). COLO NEL KATE. 

Second Edition, Cr. Bvo. 6s. 

Montresor (P. F.). THE ALIEN. Third 
Edition. Cr, Bvo. fir. 

Also Medium 8 vo. 6d. 

Morrison (Arthur). TALKS OF MEAN 
STREETS. Seventh Edition, Cr. Bvo. fir. 
A CHILD OF THE JAGO. Fifth Edition. 
Cr. Bvo. fir. 

THE HOLE IN THE WALL. Fourth Edi- 
tion. Cr. Bvo. 6s. Also Medium Bvo. 6d. 
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TO LONDON TOWN. Second Ed. Cr. 
8 z 10. 6r. 

DIVERS VANITIES. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

Nesblt (E.). (Mrs. H. Bland). THE RED 
HOUSE. Illustrated. Fourth Edition. 
Cr. 8 vo. 6s. Also Medium 8 vo. 6d. 

Noble (Edward). LORDS OF THE SEA. 
Second Edition. Cr. S vo. 6s. 

Norris (W. E.) t HARRY AND URSULA: 
A Story with two Sides to it. Second 
Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6r. 

HIS GRACE. Medium 8 vo. 6d. 

GILES INGILBY. Medium Zvo. 6d. 

THE CREDIT OF THE COUNTY. 
Medium S vo. 6d. 

LORD LEONARD THE LUCKLESS. 
Medium 8 vo. 6d. 

MATTHEW AUSTIN. Medium S vo. 6d. 
CLARISSA FURIOSA. Medium Zvo. 6d. 

Ollphant (Mrs.). THE LADY’S WALK. 
Medium 8vo. 6d. 

SIR ROBERT’S FORTUNE. Medium 
8 vo. 6d. 

THE PRODIGALS. Medium Zvo. 6d. 
THE TWO MARYS. Medium 8 vo. 6d. 
Ollivant (Alfred). OWD BOB, THE 
GREY DOG OF KENMUIR. With a 
Frontispiece. Eleventh Ed. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Oppenheim (E. Phillips). MASTER OF 
MEN. Fourth Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Also Medium 8 vo. 6d. 

Oxenham (John). _ A WEAVER OFWEBS. 
With 8 illustrations by Maurice Greif- 
fenhagen. Fourth Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6.r. 
THE GATE OF THE DESERT. With 
a Frontispiece in Photogravure by Harold 
Copfing. Fifth Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
PROFIT AND LOSS. With a Frontispiece 
in photogravure by Harold Copping. 
Fourth Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

THE LONG ROAD. With a Frontispiece 
in Photogravure by Harold Copping. 
Fourth Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

THE SONG OF HYACINTH, AND 
OTHER STORIES. Second Edition. 
Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

MY LADY OF SHADOWS. Fourth Edi. 
tion. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Pain (Barry). LINDLEY KAYS. Third 
Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Parker (Gilbert). PIERRE AND HIS 
PEOPLE. Sixth Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6r. 
MRS. FALCHION. Fifth Edition. Cr. Zvo. 
6 s. 

THE TRANSLATION OF A SAVAGE. 

Third Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6r. 

THE TRAIL OF THE SWORD. Illus¬ 
trated. Tenih Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Also Medium Zvo. 6d. 


WHEN VALMQND CAME TO PONTIAC : 
The Story of a Lost Napoleon. Sixth 
Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Also Medium Zvo. 6d. 

AN ADVENTURER OF THE NORTH. 
The Last Adventures of ‘Pretty Pierre.’ 
Fourth Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

THE SEATS OF THE MIGHTY. Illus¬ 
trated. Sixteenth Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6r. 
THE BATTLE OF THE STRONG: a 
Romance of Two Kingdoms. Illustrated. 
Sixth Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

THE _ POMP_ OF THE LAVILETTES. 
Third Edition. Cr. Zvo. 3J. 6 d. 

Also Medium Zvo. 6d. 

NORTHERN LIGHTS. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

*Pasture (Mrs. Henry de ia), THE 
TYRANT. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Patterson (J. E.). WATCHERS BY THE 
SHORE. Second Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Pemberton (Max). THE FOOTSTEPS 
OF. A THRONE. Illustrated. Third 
Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
i Also MedhtmZvo. 6 d. 

I CROWN THEE KING. With Illustra¬ 
tions by Frank Dadd and A. Forrestier. 
Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Also Medium Zvo. 6d. 

LOVE THE HARVESTER: A Story of 
the Shires. Illustrated. Third Edition. 
Cr. Zvo. 3J. 6 d. 

Phillpotts (Eden). LYING PROPHETS. 

Third Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
CHILDREN OF THE MIST Fifth Edi¬ 
tion. Cr. Zva. 6r. 

Also Medium Zvo. 6d. 

THE HUMAN BOY. With a Frontispiece 
Sixth Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

Also Medium Zvo. 6d. 

SONS OF THE MORNING. Second 
Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

THE RIVER. Third Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

Also Medium Zvo. 6d. 

THE _ AMERICAN PRISONER. Fourth 
Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

THE SECRET WOMAN. Fourth Edition. 
Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

KNOCK AT A VENTURE. With a Frontis¬ 
piece. Third Edition. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 

THE PORTREEVE. Fourth Ed. Cr.Zvo. 6s. 
THE POACHER'S WIFE. Second Edition. 

Cr. Zvo. 6s. Also Medium Zvo. 6d. 

THE STRIKING HOURS. Second Edition. 
Crown Zvo. 6s. 

THE FOLK AFIELD. Crown Zvo. 6s. 

Pickthall (Marmaduke). SAID THE 
FISHERMAN. SeventhEd. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
BRENDLE. Second Edition, Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
THE HOUSE OF ISLAM. Third Edi¬ 
tion. Cr. Zvo. 6s. 
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‘Q’( A. T. Qullhsr Couch). THE Wfl IT It) 
WOLF. Secant! Edition. Cr.Zvo. or. 
Also Medium Bm Od. 

TTTK MAYOR OF TROY. Fourth Edition. 
Cr, 8 m fir. 

MERRY-GARDEN, and other Stories. 
Cr. 8 vo. fir. 

MAJOR VIGOURICUX. Third Edition. 
Cr. 8m Us. 

Querldo (larnel). TOIL OF MKN. Trans- 
lntcd by l 1 '. S. Aknoi.d. Cr. Bm 6 r. 
Rawson (Maud Stepney). TIIK EN¬ 
CHANTED GARDEN. Fourth Edition. 
Cr. 8?' o. 6s. 

THE EASY 00 LUCKIES : on, Onk Wav 
of Living. Second Edition. CV. 8m Us. 
HAPPINESS. Cr. 8 vo. Os. 

Rhys (Grace). THE WOOING OF 
SHEILA. Second Edition. Cr.ivo. Os. 
THE BRIDE. Cr. 8m Os. 

Ridge W. Pott). LOST PROPERTY. 
Second Edition. Cr Bm fir. 

Also Medium 8 vo, 6 d. 

E.RB. Second Edition. Cr. 8m fir. 

Also Medium 8to. Od. 

A SON OF THE STATE. Second Edition. 

Cr. 8 vo. 3J. Od. Also Medium l \vo. bd, 

A BREAKER OF LAWS. A New Edition. 
Cr. 8 vo. 3-f. Od. 

MRS. GALER’S BUSINESS. Illustrated. 

Second Edition. Cr. 8 m fir. 

THE WICKIIAMSES. Fourth Edition. 
Cr. 8 vo. fir. 

NAME OF GARLAND. Third Edition. 
Cr. 8 vo. fir. 

SPLENDID BROTHER. Second Edition. 
Cr, 8 vo. fir. 

GEORGE and TI 1 E GENERAL. Medium 
8 vo. Od. 

Ritchie (Mrs. David G.). MAN AND 
T HE C AS S O C K. Second Edition. 
Cr. 8m 6s. 

Roberta (C. G. D.). THE HEART OF 
THE ANCIENT WOOD. Cr. 8m 
3r. Od. 

Robins (Elizabeth). THE CONVERT. 

Third Edition. Cr. 8 vo. Os. 
Rosenkrantz (Baron Palle). T II K 
MAGISTRATE'S OWN CASK. Cr. 
8? to. 6s. 

Russell (W. Clark). MY DANISH 
S W Ii E T IIE A R T. Illustrated. Fifth 
Edition. Cr. 8 vo. fir. 

Also Medium 8 vo. Od. 

HIS ISLAND PRINCESS. Illustrated. 
Second Edition. Cr. 8 vo. fir. 

Also Medium 8 vo, Od. 

ABANDONED. Second Edition. Cr.Stto. fir. 

Also Medium 8 vo. Od. 

MASTER ROCKAFELLAR’S VOYAGE. 
Illustrated by Gordon Browne. Fourth 
Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 3r. Od. 


A MARRIAGE AT SEA. Medium 87/0. 6d. 
Ryan (Muruh Ellis). FOR THE SOUL 
OF RAFAEL. Cr.Uvo. Os. 

Sundys 
OF T 
Illustr.i 
Hm 6 . 


(Sydney). JACK CARSTAIRS 
IIE POWER HOUSE. With 4 
tions by Stani.ky L. Wood. Cr. 


Sergeant (Adeline). 
PAUL MARII.Llb 


THE PASSION OF 
1R. ('rown 8m 6s. 


THE QUEST 
DARRELL. 


OF GEOFFREY 

Cr. 8 vo. Os. 


THE COMING OF THE RANDOLPHS. 
Cr. 8 vo. fir. 

THE PROGRESS Ob’ RACHAEL. Cr. 
8 r ’o. fir. 


BARBARA’S MONEY. Medium 8 vo. Od. 
THE MASTER OF BEECHWOOD. 
Medium 8 m Od. 


THE YELLOW DIAMOND. Second Ed. 

Cr. 8 vo. fir. Also Medium 8m Od. 
THE LOVE THAT OVERCAME. Medium 
8 vo. Ini. 

Shelley (Bertha). ENDERBY. Third Ed. 
Cr. 8 vo. Os. 


Sldgwick (Mrs. Alfred). THE KINS- 
MAN. With 8 Illustrations by C. IC. 
Brock. Third Edition. Cr. 8 vo. fir. 
TH 10 SEVERINS. Cr. 8 vo. Os. 

Smith (Dorothy V. Horace). MISS 
MONA. Cr. !!m jr. Od. 

Sonnlchsen (Albert). DEEP-SEA VAGA- 
BONDS. Cr.Uvo. fir. 

Stewart (Newton V.). A SON OF THE 
EMPEROR : Dicing Passaghr from the 
Life of Knzio, King of Sardinia and 
Corsica. Cr. 8 vo. Os. 

Sunbury (George). THE HA'PENNY 
MILLIONAIRE. Cr. 8m 3s. Od. 
Surtees (R. S.). HANDLEY CROSS. 

Illustrated. Medium 8 vo. Od. 

MR. SPONGE'S SPORTING TOUR. 

Illustrated. Medium 8 r >0. Od, 

ASK MAMMA. Illus. Medium Zvo. 6 d. 
Swayne (Martin Lutrell). THE BISHOP 
AND TIIE LADY. Second Edition. 
Cr. 8 vo. Os. 

Thurston (E. Temple). MIRAGE. Fourth 

Edition. Cr. 8 m fir. 

Underhill (Evelyn). THE COLUMN OF 
1 >UST. Cr. 8m fir. 

Urquhart (M.). A TRAGEDY IN COM¬ 
MONPLACE. Second Ed. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 
Vorst (Marie Van). TIIK SENTIMEN¬ 
TAL ADVENTURES OF JIMMY BUL- 
STRODE. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

IN AMBUSH. Cr. 8m Os. 

Wnlneman (Paul). T HE BAY OF 
LILACS: A Romance from Finland. 
Second Edition. Cr. 8m fir. 

THE SONG OF THE FOREST. Cr. 8 vo. 
fir. 
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Walford (Mrs. L. B.). MR SMITH. 
Medium 8 to. 6 d. 

THE BABY'S GRANDMOTHER. 

Medium. 8 to. 6 d. 

COUSINS. Medium S vo. 6d. 
TROUBLESOME DAUGHTERS. Medium 
8 vo. 6d. 

Wallace (General Lew). B E N-H U R. 
Medium 8w. 6 d. 

THE FAIR GOD. Medium 8vo. 6d. 
Waltz (Elizabeth C.). THE ANCIENT 
LANDMARK: A Kentucky Romance. 
Cr. 8 to. fir. 

Watson (H. B. Marriott). TWISTED 
EGLANTINE Illustrated. Third Edi¬ 
tion.. Cr. Sto. 6 s. 

THE HIGH TOBY : Being further Chapters 
in the Life and Fortunes of Dick Ryder, 
otherwise Galloping Dick. With a Frontis¬ 
piece. Third Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

A MIDSUMMER DAY’S DREAM. 

Third Edition. Crown 8 vo. 6s. 

THE CASTLE BY THE SEA. Second 
Edition. Cr. 8to. 6s. 

THE PRIVATEERS. Illustrated. Second 
Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

A POPPY SHOW: Being Divers and 
Diverse Tales. Cr. 6w. 6 s. 

THE FLOWER OF THE HEART. Third 
Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

THE ADVENTURERS. Medium Sto. 6 d. 
Webling (Peggy). THE STORY OF 
VIRGINIA PERFECT. Third Edition. 
Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

Weekes (A. B.). THE PRISONERS OF 
WAR. Medium 8 vo. 6 d. 

Wells (H. G.). THE SEA LADY. Cr. 

8 vo. 6s. Also Medium 8 vo. 6d. 
Weyman (Stanley). UNDER THE RED 
ROBE. With Illustrations by R. C. Wood- 
ville. Twenty-Second Ed. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 
Whitby (Beatrice). THE RESULT OF 
AN ACCIDENT. Second Edition. Cr. 
8 vo. 6s. 

White (Percy). THE SYSTEM. Third 
Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 
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A PASSIONATE PILGRIM. Medium 
8 vo. 6d. 

LOVE AND THE WISE MEN. Cr. 8 vo. 

6s. 

Williams (Margery). THE BAR. Cr. 
8 to. 6s. 

Williamson (Mrs. C. N.). THE AD¬ 
VENTURE OF PRINCESS SYLVIA 
Second Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

THE WOMAN WHO DARED. Cr. 8 vo. 
6s. 

THE SEA COULD TELL. Second Edition. 
Cr. 8to. 6s. 

THE _ CASTLE OF THE SHADOWS. 

Third Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

PAPA Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

Williamson (C. N. and A. M.). THE 
LIGHTNING CONDUCTOR: The 
Strange Adventures of a Motor Car. With 
16 Illustrations. Seventeenth Edition. Cr. 
8 vo. 6s. Also Cr. 8 vo. is. net . 

THE PRINCESS PASSES: A Romance 
of a Motor. With 16 Illustrations. Ninth 
Edition. Cr. S vo. 6r. 

MY FRIEND THE CHAUFFEUR. With 
16 Illustrations. Tenth Edit. Cr. 8vo. 6s. 
LADY BETTY ACROSS THE WATER. 

Tenth Edition. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

THE CAR OF DESTINY AND ITS 
ERRAND IN SPAIN. With 17 Illus¬ 
trations. Fourth Edition. Cr. 8to. 6s. 
THE BOTOR CHAPERON. With a Fron¬ 
tispiece in Colour by A. H. Buckland, 16 
other Illustrations, and a Map. Fifth Edi¬ 
tion. Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 

SCARLET RUNNER. With a Frontispiece 
in Colour by A. H. Buckland, and 8 other 
Illustrations. Third Ed. Cr. 8vo. 6s. 
SET IN SILVER. With a Frontispiece. 
Second Edition. Cr. Sto. 6s. 

Wyllarde (Dolf). THE PATHWAY OF 
THE PIONEER (Nous Autres). Fourth 
Edition. Cr. 8 to. fir. 

Yeldham (C. C.). DURHAM’S FARM. 
Cr. 8 vo. 6s. 


Books for Boys and Girls 

Illustrated. Crown 8z w. 'is. 6 d. 


The Getting Well of Dorothy. By Mrs. 
W. K. Clifford. Second Edition. 

Only a Guard-Room Dog. By Edith E. 
Cuthell. 

Master Rockafellar’s Voyage. By W. 
Clark Russell. Fourth Edition. 

Syd Belton : Or, the Boy who would not go 
to Sea. By G. Manville Fenn. Second Ed. 


The Red Grange. By Mrs. Molesworth. 

A Girl of the People. By L. T. Meade. 
Fourth Edition. 

Hepsy Gipsy. By L. T. Meade. 2 r. 6 d. 
The Honourable Miss. By L. T. Meade. 
Second Edition. 

There was once a Prince. By Mrs. M. E. 
Mann. 

When Arnold comes Home. By Mrs. M. E. 
Mann. 



Messrs. Methuen's Catalogue 
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Tho Novels of Alexandre Dumas 


Sicttium K,v. Fu'tt' (>.. 

Ac/rtf. 

Tup: Ai>vkmtuui\ nf Cam-aim I’ampiiiii. 
Amaiikv, 

Tup; Ihun tip 1 Fatp. 

Tim Ui.aku Tm. a-. 

Tim Cavii k in-- l-'.i'i".n- ir„ 

Catiikuink Bi.u.m. 

Ci-'CIM-;. 

Till? ClIKVAUP'U H'llAIIMl'NTAI..' >Mui»Ii- 
Vtlhlllli-.) is. 

ClIH Ilf Till.: JI ..TM;. 

(’uNM'lKMCK. 

Tuk Convict’.-. Son. 

Tuk Cou-.han Bkoi-uku-.: unit Hum un 
Antu t-.Si. 

Ciioi'-Kakkii TAi:t,uuiT. 

lhlM CiOKKNPI.oT, 

Tim Fatai. Comiiat. 

Tins Ri-.ni-inh Mai. ikk. 

Fiiunaniik. 

C.AnPlIKt, I iAMHKHT. 

OltOHOl'N, 

Till? (Jkkat MaSSACKH. 

Hknui la.. Navakkk. 


Doublr, Volume's, 1 ... 

I 111.I *li: I IK l ,'|| AVI I-NY. 

Tin; 11, iiav.i oi-F. 

l.oi i-.i: in. l.A V ai. i n .up . (Iloulilu volume.) 
‘I’m M \*. in 1111 Ihun Maui.. (Double 

SulllllU-.) li. 

MaIiki Aham. 

Tuk Mon i u ok IIp.i.i.. 

Nanon. (I inulili- voliiuf.) u. 

I ‘AIM INK. ; 1'V.KAl, Built.u ", .uni ISnNTKKOK. 
Pp.KK 1 A Kl INK. 

TlllS I‘ll 1 Ml K. OK TlllK.VP-,. 

Tup: Kkmimc.ci nop-, ok Antunv. 

Kokin 11 mtn. 

Tuk Snovv-uam. am* Sin.iAriKTrA. 
SVI.VAMIIIKK. 

Tai.PS OK -tup. SUl'P.UNATUKAI.. 

'Uni op- S i l.Af.on Aovkn'i hup-,. 

Tuk Tiikkk. Mii'ii.u pppk-.. (Double- volume.) 

is. 

Tm: Tkaukuy ok Nanit.*.. 

Tvvkn pv Yp Ak-s Ap i i.it. (Double volume.) is. 
Tup: Wu.n-I ipn: Suotm.i;. 

Tills Wui.K-I/KAOl'.U. 


Metliuen’s Sixpenny Books 

Midium ftvo. 


Albnncsl (B. Marla). 1. U V !■: AN Hi 
LOUISA. I 

I KNOW A MAIDEN. 

Analey (F.). A HA VAR I) OK BENGAL. ! 
Auaten(J.). PRIDE AND PREJUDICE. j 

Bagot (Richard). A ROMAN MYSTF.R\ , 
CASTING OF NETS. 

DONNA DIANA. 

Balfour (Andrew). HV STRiikL t if 
SWORD. 


Barlnff-Ciould (S.). FURZE BLOOM. 
CHEAP JACK ZITA. 

kitty Alone. 

URIT1L 

THE BROOM HI30-:. 

IN THK ROAR OF THE SEA. 

NORMS 

A BOOK OF FALRV TALES. IUustratnl. 
LITTLE TU'PENNY. 

WINEFRED. 

THE FROBISHERS. 

THE QUEEN OF LOVE. 

ARMINKLL. 

Barr (Robert). JENNIE BAXTER. 

IN THE MIDST OF ALARMS. 

TTTK COUNTESS TEKLA. 

THK MUTABLE MANY. 

Benson (R. R), DODO. 

THE VINTAGE. 

Bront8 (Charlotte). SHIRLEY. 


Brownell (C. 1..). THE HEART OF 
JAPAN. 

Burton (J. Bloundellc). ACROSS THE 
SALT SEAS. 

Caffyn (Mrs.). ANNE MAUSEVERER. 

Capes (Bernard). THE LAKE OF 
WINK. 

Clifford (Mr*. W. K.). A FLASH OF 
SUMMER. 

MRS. KEITH'S CRIME. 

Corbett (Julian!. A BUSINESS IN 
GREAT WATERS. 

Croker (Mrs. B. M.). ANGEL. 

A STATE SECRET. 

PEGGY OK THE BARTONS. 

(OHANNA. 

Dante (Alighieri). THE DIVINE 
COMEDY (Cm y). 

Doyle (A. Conan). ROUND THE RED 
LAMP. 

Duncan (Sam Jeannette). A VOYAGE 
OF CONSOLATION. 

THOSE DELIGHTFUL AMERICANS. 

Ullot (George). THE MILL ON THE 
FLOSS. 

Pindlater (Jane H.). THE GREEN 
GRAVES OF HALGOWRIE. 

Gallon (Tom). RICKERRY'S FOLLY. 

(laakell (Mr*.). CRANFORD. 

MARY BARTON. 

NORTH AND SOUTH. 













Fiction 


Gerard (Dorothea). HOLY MATRI- i 
MONY. 

THE CONQUEST OF LONDON. 

MADE OF MONEY. 

Gissing(G). THE TOWN TRAVELLER. 

THE CROWN OF LIFE. 

Glanville (Ernest). THE INCA’S 
TREASURE. 

THE KLOOF BRIDE. 

Gieig (Charles). BUNTER'S CRUISE. 

Grimm (The Brothers). GRIMM’S 
FAIRY TALES. 

Hope (Anthony). A MAN OF MARK. 

A CHANGE OF AIR. 

THE CHRONICLES OF COUNT 
ANTONIO. 

PI-IROSO. 

THE DOLLY DIALOGUES. 

Hornung (E. W.). DEAD MEN TELL 
NO TALES. 

Ingraham (J. H.). THE THRONE OF 
DAVID. 


L© Queux(W.). THE HUNCHBACK OF 
WESTMINSTER. 

Lovett-Yeats (S. K.). THE TRAITOR’S 
WAY. 

ORRAIN. 

Linton (E. Lynn). THE TRUE HIS¬ 
TORY OF JOSHUA DAVIDSON. 

Lyall (Edna). DERRICK VAUGHAN. 

Malet (Lucas). THE CARISSIMA. 

A COUNSEL OF PERFECTION. 

Mann (Mrs. M. E.). MRS: PETER 
HOWARD. 

A LOST ESTATE. 

THE CEDAR STAR. 

ONE ANOTHER'S BURDENS. 

THE PATTEN EXPERIMENT. 

A WINTER'S TALE. 

Marchmont (A. W.). MISER HOAD- 
LEY’S SECRET. 

A MOMENT’S ERROR. 

Marryat (Captain). PETER SIMPLE. 
JACOB FAITHFUL. 

Marsh (Richard). A METAMORPHOSIS. 
THE TWICKENHAM PEERAGE. 

THE GODDESS. 

THE JOSS. 

Mason (A. E. W.). CLEMENTINA. 

Mathers (Helen). HONEY. 

GRIFF OF GRIFFITHSCOURT, 

SAM'S SWEETHEART. 

Meade (Mrs. L. T.). DRIFT. 

Miller (Esther). LIVING LIES. 

Mitford (Bertram). THE SIGN OF THE 
SPIDER. 



Montresor (P. F.). THE ALIEN. 

Morrison (Arthur). THE HOLE IN 
THE WALL. 

Nesbit (E.) THE RED HOUSE. 

Norris (W. E.). HIS GRACE. 

GILES INGILBY. 

THE CREDIT OF THE COUNTY. 
LORD LEONARD THE LUCKLESS. 
MATTHEW AUSTIN. 

CLARISSA FURIOSA. 

Oliphant (Mrs.). THE LADY'S WALK. 
SIR ROBERT’S FORTUNE. 

THE PRODIGALS. 

THE TWO MARYS. 

Oppenheim (E. P.). MASTER OF MEN. 

Parker (Gilbert). THE POMP OF THE 
LAVILETTES. 

WHEN VALMOND CAME TO PONTIAC. 
THE TRAIL OF THE SWORD. 

Pemberton (Max). THE FOOTSTEPS 
OF A THRONE. 

I CROWN THEE KING. 

Phillpotts (Eden). THE HUMAN BOY. 
CHILDREN OF THE MIST. 

THE POACHER'S WIFE. 

THE RIVER. 


‘O’ (A. T. Quiller Couch). 

WHITE WOLF. 


Ridge (W. Pett). A SON OF THE STATE. 
LOST PROPERTY. 

GEORGE and THE GENERAL. 

ERB. 


Russell (W. Clark). ABANDONED. 
A MARRIAGE AT SEA. 

MY DANISH SWEETHEART. 

HIS ISLAND PRINCESS. 


Sergeant (Adeline). THE MASTER OF 
BEECHWOOD. 

BARBARA’S MONEY. 

THE YELLOW DIAMOND. 

THE LOVE THAT OVERCAME. 

Sidgwick (Mrs. Alfred). THE KINS¬ 
MAN. 

Surtees (R. S.). HANDLEY CROSS. 
MR. SPONGE’S SPORTING TOUR. 
ASK MAMMA. 

Walford (Mrs. L. B.). MR. SMITH. 
COUSINS. 

THE BABY’S GRANDMOTHER. 
TROUBLESOME DAUGHTERS. 
Wallace (General Lew). BEN-HUR. 
THE FAIR GOD. 

Watson (H. B. Marriott). THE ADVEN¬ 
TURERS. 

Weekes (A. B.). PRISONERS OF WAR. 
Wells (H. G.). THE SEA LADY. 
White (Percy). A PASSIONATE 
PILGRIM. 


